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ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
1 Criminal Case No. 
Va 


STATE'S SEVENTH RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY ORDER 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 
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The State of Idaho herewith states that the following 
additional response has been made to Defendant's request for 
discovery: 
(A) Transcripts of interviews conducted by Oregon law 40 
ment officials and Gene Hilby, Becky Hilby and Linda Crandall 
have previously been furnished to Defendant's counsel, Bruce 
O. Robinson. These are: 
l. Detective Frome, Portland, Ore. Police, with 
Gary Stockert, August 21, 1974; 

2, Detective Rose and Detective Bladow, Portland 
Police, with Linda Lee Crandall, August 21, 1974; 

3. . Detectives Rose and Simpson, Portland Police, 
with Gene Hilby, August 21, 1974; 

^. Detectives Frome and Bladow, Portland Police, 
with Linda Lee Crandall, August 24th, 1974; 

. 5. Detectives Frome and Bladow, Portland Police, 

with Becky Hilby, August 24, 1974; 

6. Detective Rose, Portland Police, with Thomas 
Wayne Mattson, August 20, 1974; 
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7. Detective Rose, Portland Police, with Sidney 
J. Chichester, August و20‎ 1974. 

(B) In addition, the State, by Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
General, interviewed Gene Hilby and Becky Hilby at Kelso, 
Washington on or about the tenth day of September, 1975. In 
substance, these individuals related the following additional 
details related to the murder of William Joseph Dean in ۱ 
Portland, Oregon and the murder of Sandra Jane Ramasamoog 

in Salem, Oregon: 

A. Thomas Eugene Creech was brought to the Hilby's 
home in Portland, Oregon by Linda Lee Crandall 
about six days prior to September 20, 1974 and 
began staying there. ۱ 

B. During the night of 15 August, 1974, Becky 
Hilby received a phone call from Thomas Creech 
to the effect that he was being attacked by ۱ 
"bikers" at St, Mark's Episcopal Church in 
Portland, Oregon and needed help. Mrs. Hilby 
relayed this information to her husband, Gene 
Hilby. 

C. Gene Hilby believed Creech was in trouble and 
went to the church. He saw no bikes or other 
persons about but found Thomas Eugene Creech 
standing on a sidewalk near the church. 

D. Thomas Eugene Creech then told Gene Hilby that 
he had been attacked by "bikers" who were still 
inside the church. Creech pulled up his shirt | 
and displayed a scratch on his stomach which 
he said was a knife wound sustained in the alleged 
attack.  Hilby had the impression that it may 
have been self-inflicted. The wound was super- 
ficial and not bleeding significantly. Creech 
asked Hilby if bs had any weapon with him. Hilby 


had a deer rifle in his vehicle and Creech took 
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it, over Hilby's objection, and ran inside the 
church with it. Shortly after, Hilby heard a 
shot from inside the church. 

Hilby then ran inside tne church and found 

the body of William Joseph Dean who had been 
shot. No other person but Creech was present. 
Creech was visibly undisturbed by the shooting. 
He was grinning when he exited from the church. 
Following this incident, Creech ordered Hilby. 
to move out of his house, threatening to have 
Hilby's wife and child killed by one "Freddie" 
if Hilby did not conply. 

Hilby moved to another house. Later ع5‎ gave 
Creech money and a handgun, saying to Creech 
that it was all he had and to "get out of my 
life." 

Next, on or about 17 September, 1974, Thomas 
Eugene Creech went to Salem, Oregon and re- 
turned, telling Becky Hilby and Linda Crandall 
that he had again been attacked by bikers and 
had to kill someone (Sandra Jane Ramasamoog). 
Creech displayed a purported knife wound to 
Becky Hilby and Linda Crandall and stated that 
he had gotten the wound in an attack upon him, 
The wound was in the same place as the one 
previously shown to Gene Hilby and was super- 
ficial. There was no other fresh wound, al- 
though Creech was seen to have numerous scars 
on his body. 

Thereafter, on or about 20 September, 1974, Creech 
was placed aboard a bus for San Francisco, Calif- 
ornia. 

Creech appeared to have no remorse over the killine 


o 


of Dean and Ramasamoog. 
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L. Creech often spoke of associations with bikers, 
although the Hilby's did not see him associate 
with anyone other than themselves and Linda 
Crandall. 

M. Creech threatened both Hilbys with death 
and told them he had a friend named "Freddie" 


who would do his bidding. 


(C) Linda Crandall has not been interviewed further on account 
of her unavailability to the State. She has been subpoenaed 
and is expected to testify consistently with the testimony of 
the Hilbys and the statements given officers. 

(D) Thomas Eugene Creech stated orally to A. R. Mason, Idaho 
Department of Law Enforcement investigator, that the killings 
near Donnelly, Idaho, which are the subject of the present 
charge, were "cold-blooded murder" and that there was no reason 
for the killings of Arnold and ae He further stated 
that "they ought to hang me" or words to that general effect. 
The statement was made during casual, non-interrogative con- 
versation while Creech and Mason were sitting in a plane which 
had crashed in Nevada about an hour before the statement was 
made. The statement was made on or about the first day of 
May, 1975. The foregoing information was orally communicated 
to Defendant's counsel on September 22, 1975. 

(E) Defendant's counsel has been furnished with a copy of a 
tape recording forwarded to E.C. Palmer by Thomas Eugene 
Creech in which the Defendant stated that his prior statements 
and interviews were voluntarily given and offered an explana- 
tion of the present crimes.  Defeudant's counsel copied the 
said tape on or about 16 September, 1975, and has also been 
furnished with a typewritten copy of the transcript of the 
said tape. 

(F) Defendant's Counsel has been furnished withacopy of a 


letter from Thomas Eugene Creech to E.C. Falmer, received by 
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E.C. Palmer on June 9, 1975, stating that all statements 
previously made by Defendant to E.C. Palmer, A,R. Mason and 
Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend were voluntarily given. This docu- 
ment is transmitted herewith to Defendant's counsel. 
(G) Defendant's counsel is herewith furnished with a copy 
of Defendant's letter to "Carmen" dated March 21, 1975. 
(H) Defendant's counsel has been furnished with a copy of an 
undated letter from Ken Matthews to Defendant returning certain 
materials written by defendant including an explanation of 
"things that have taken place since my — ٦ (typewritten), 
two verses praising "Satan," (handwritten), a "victory-defeat" 
diagram of doubtful meaning, (handwritten), a handwritten 
paper on the subject of "Satanic Cult: Witchcraft; Black ders EM 
(handwritten), a one and one-half page paper beginning with 
the words "In my life of crime and drugs..." and signed 
"Thomas E. Creech," a note to "Ken," a letter to "Ken" dated 
May 29, 1975; a handwritten paper dated May 27, 1975 and signed 
"Thoughts of Thomas E. Creech," a series of handwritten pages 
numbered 1,2,3,3,4 including a note to "Ken." 
(I) Documents on the attached "Receipt for Discovery Documents," 
signed by Sandra D. Thompson, secretary to Bruce O. Robinson, 
were delivered to Defendant's counsel. 
(J) Copies of the files of the District Attorneys of Portland, 
Oregon and Salem, Oregon, concerning the deaths of William 
Joseph Dean and Sandra Jane Ramasamoog, respectively, were 
delivered to Defendant's counsel on the 22nd day of September, 
1975. 
(K) The criminal offense records of Linda Lee Crandall and 
Gene Hilby are transmitted herewith, The record inquiry shows 
no known criminal offense record for Becky Hilby. 

DATED This Eg day of September, 1975. 


ROBERT H, REMAKLUS 
Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 


0 ^w 


Deputy Attorney لت‎ 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the ب7‎ day of 
September, 1975, served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing STATE'S SEVENTH RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY ORDER 
and copies of the attached documents, by depositing copies 
thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid and 
addressed to Bruce O. Robinson, 2.0. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho 
83651 and c/o Dennis Wheeler, P.O. Box 289, Wallace, Idaho 
93873. 


LYNN EZ THOMAS 
Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 
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RECEIPT FOR DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS 


The following documents have been furnished and 


delivered to the undersigned, a representative of Bruce 0. 


3 


Robinson, Attorney at Law. Some of this material, it is 
understood, has been previously furnished to defendant's 
prior counsel. 


Voluntary Statement of Johnny Hill 3-A 

Voluntary Statement of Roy Hull 3-A-2 
Report of Martin Maxwell 3-2-1 
Statement of John Stewart 3-A-6 
Interview of Creech by Bud Mason 3-6-5 
Interview of Creech at Ada Co. Jail 


by Lt. Nobis of Missoula 4-8-1 

Statement of Creech at Ada Co. Jail 

to Palmer 4-۸-2 
Taped interview between Creech & 

Captain Froelich 4-A-3 

Taped interview between Creech & 

Cpt. Froehlick and Bud Mason 4-A-3 


Interview between Creech & Sgt. 

Wm. Solorzano and Dep. James Solar  4-A-5a 
State of Washington-- Interview 

of Creech by Det. Roger Dunn and 


photographs of the area searched 4-۵-9 
Voluntary statement of Steven Paul 
Rivers 4-06 


Dated; Sp) ۳ ( e Zo ۔ و حور‎ 


September 16, 1975 1 


t t I ers--Followin 
Receipt for Discovery Documents and Statements and Creech Lett 8 
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I was arrested Novenber,8,197l in Glenn's 
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first degree murder. In these next few peges I'm going to 


he jail. Cn the first night that I got busted along 
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with my ole lady Carol we spent that night in the jail at 
Mountain Hors, Idaho. Ve were questioned most of the night 
ena I didn't make a confession untill the next MOYning a, 


During the night they found out that I was Tom Creech and , .. 
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ot Tom Turner as I had told them at the tine of my arrest. mE 
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Waon they found out who I really was and that I wa s wanted 
in other states for murder, it wes only a matter 0020 
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cenfession to Wes Smith a state investigator from Valley co. 


I svent most of the next dar talking to policeman and state 
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in elot of different states, Alot of 70860016 have asked me 
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I was srrested ZXovenber,0,197l, in Glenn's Ferry,iĉako for 
first dsgree murder. In these next few peges I'm goinr to 
tell of the things ‘hat have taken place sines mr arrest, 
2۲ 1 also tell o? sone of the 566515 that I hare met hare 


in the jail. Cn the first night that I got busted along 


with my ole lady Carol we spent that night in the jail at 
Mountain Home,Idaho. We were questioned most of the night 
ena I didn't make a confession untill the next mornings, 


During the night they found out that I was Tom Creech and’. . 
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ot Tom Turner as I had told them at the tine of ny arrest, ee 


aon they found out who I really was and that X wa ود‎ wanted 


in other states for murder, it was only a matter at toe 


before the smell jail wes swarming with news men, I made my 


confession to Wes Snith a state investigator from Valley co. 


I spent most of the next day talking to policeman and state 
Getectives.Then Carol was taken to Cascade along with me to. 


tre Valley county jail, They decided bud the old: jail wasn't’ 
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First of all I'm not really as cold-hearted sa people mar think. 


I do think about the people thet T have killed and it does make 
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For one thing I'm now in t^e process of rettin- a divorce From 
my wife Thomasine, It is really a crest loss to me becanse I 
know that sha was probably tre only girl that ever truely loved 
me. Ryt it is too late now to show her سن‎ 5 much 1 really 
crre? for her. I think thet she rrobshly knows Fon deep inside 


thet I really did love her. 
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ROBERT H, REMAXKLUS 

VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
PIU. Box 9 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Telephone: 382-4270 :————— 
Fu 
LYNN E. THOMAS کے‎ ۱ Ii me 
Deputy Attorney General ius prr 
Special Assistant Prosecutor JJ Has Edu) 
Attorney General's Office EL A, M 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: ' 384-2400 i ےت کت‎ 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF ۱ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 

No. 2165 

V. 
ORDER RE 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, TRANSPORTATION OF EXHIBITS 


Defendant. 


hid 


HER کک ہے‎ a C am 


It is the order of this Court that the exhibits marked 
for identification and lodged with the Clerk prior to the 
commencement of this action in Valley County, Idaho, shall 
be by said Glerk delivered to the possession of tbe Sheriff 
in Valley County, Idaho, for transportation and delivery to 
the Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial Dis- 
trict of the State of Idaho, in and for tke County of Shoshone, 
at Wallace, Idaho, for use in trial of the above entitled 
action. 

"^ It is further ordered that the said 2lerk of Shoshone 
County, Idaho, shall not make said exhibits’ available to any 
person or agency except upon order of this Court. 


DATED This J 9€. ass of September, 1275. 
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ROBERT H, REMAKLUS 7 
P. O. Box 759 M 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THS DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Criminal No. 


STATE'S SIXTH RESPONSE 
TO DISCOVERY ORDER 


VS. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


سے سے اسا اا اسا eue tue‏ ا 


* 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and in further response to the Court's 
discovery orders, states a5 follows: 

That the State's updated witness list is as follows: 

Loring Beals, 2410 Warm Springs, Boise, Idaho 

Ann Bradley, 2410 Warm Springs, Boise, Idaho 
Johnnie I. Hill, Horseshoe Bend, Idaho 

William Hill, Glenns Ferry Police Dept. Glenns Ferry, Idaho 
Gene Hawker, Can-Ada Lane, Star, Idaho 
Roy Lynn Hull, Horseshoe Bend, Idaho 
Lester Kelley, Cascade, Idaho 


A. R. Mason, Department of Law Enforcement, Boise, Idaho 


George Menzik, Glenns Ferry, Idaho (Glenns Ferry Police Dept. 


Charles Palmer, Ada County Sheriff, Boise, Idaho 
Ted Nelson, Cascade, Idaho 

John Stewart, Grangeville, Idaho 

Burton Walker, Walker Funeral Home, McCall, Idaho 
Wesley Woodall, Route #2, Post Falls, Idaho 
Richard Gillilan, Fairbanks, Alaska 

Laurins Herrick, Cascade, Idaho 

Steve Hager, Cascade, Idaho 

Earl Breashers, Cascade, Idaho 


Steven Paul Rivers, 1432 N.E. 69th Ave, Portland, Oreqon 
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Richard A, Crum, FAI, Washington D. C. 
Alvin E. Hodge, FBI, Washington, D. C, 


Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, Idaho 


iartin J. Maxwell, Deputy Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, I 


Carl J. Tercek, 222 S. W. Pine Street, Portland, Oregon 

Emil Bladow, 222 S.W. Pine Street, Portland, Oregon 

Jack Freeman, Mt, Home Police Dept., Mountain Home, Idaho 

Carol Spaulding, Carson City, Nevada 

Lora Boone, Attorney General Office, Boise, Idaho 

Owen Krahn, 2521 Davis, Boise, Idaho 

Fred J. Hurst, 6003 Overland, Boise, Idaho 

Becky Hilby, 961 17th Street, Longview, Washington 

Gene Hilby, Longview, Washington 

Linda Crandall, Portland, Oregon 

Dr, Edward Colbach, Westgate Drive, Portland, Oregon 

Dr. Michael Estess, 6003 Overland, Boise, Idaho 

Dr. La Marr Heyrend, Boise, ldaho 

Dr. Delbert E, Scott, St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boise, Idaho 

William Schreiber, 2403 8th Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho 

Martha Spaulding, 2403 8th Avenue, Lewiston, Idaho 

F. B. Sessions M.D. , Oregon State Hospital, Portland,Ore. 

Gerry Fletcher, State of Idaho, Boise, Idaho 

Dr. J. H. Treleaven, Oregon State Hospital, Portland, Ore. 

Dx. W. R. Weissert, Oregon State Hospital, Portland, Ore. 

Dr. Colbach, Portland, Oregon 

Bryan Miller, 409 N, Atlantic, Boise, Idaho 

David Rowe, Attorney General Office, Boise, Idaho 

Mary Hill, Judge Durtschi Office, Boise, Idaho 

SALEM DETECTIVE'S 

Corp. Vern Meighen 

Lloyd D. Beckner ۱ 

Sgt. Calvin J. Stewart 
GL, ura ee oe 
و‎ 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I heresy certify that on the 30th day of September, 1975, 

I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing State's Sixth 
Response to Discovery Order to Mr. Bruce O. Robinson, Attorney 
for the Defendant, with postage prepaid thereon to the following 
addresses: 

Mr. Bruce Robinson 

P, O. Box 8, 

Nampa, Idaho 

Mr. Bruce Robinson 

c/o Mr. Dennis Wheeler 


P. O. Box 289 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 


1 UL cs AL tol 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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ROSERT H. REMAALI 

Prosecuting Actor 

valley County TE 
15 


Cascade, Idaho 41 

| Telephone: (208) 382-4270 mE | ۱ 
LYNN E. THOMAS wh Asch کی وک کے‎ 
Deputy Attorney General / 


State of Idaho 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
VS. 


REQUEST FOR ORDER TO ANSWER 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, | 


Defendant. 


Comes now ROBERT il. REMAKLUS, prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho under and by virtue of the provisions of 
Section 19-1115 Idaho Code and requests the District Court of 
the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the 
County of Valley now sitting in the First Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho at Wallace, Idaho to order Carol Spaulding to 
answer any and all questions concerning her whereabouts, statements, 
activities, and companions or any other questions that mzy be 
propounded to her in the trial of the above-entitled cause coverin 


the period of time from November 3, 1974 through the trial of this 


faction. 


DATED this 15th day of October, 1975, 


Re لح‎ eaan Pure 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


No. 


PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 


OF OUT OF STATE WITNESS 


Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valloy 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O, Bax «3 
Cascade, icano 1 
Telephone (298J] 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN 


TATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 


۷ 
HOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW Robert H. 


ounty, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above-entitled Court 


follows:‏ وه 


l. That trial of the above-entitled matter, being a criminal 


prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first degree, is now 


nderway and trial proceedings commenced Monday, October 6, 1975, 


is a material witness for the State of 


at ten o'clock A.M. 


2. That Dan Carrey 


daho in said cause and resides at , Omak, 


ashington, a State wherein provision is made by law to command 


ersons to attend and testify in criminal] prosecutions. 


WHEREFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued af- 


said person as a witness and authorizing 


irming the necessity of 


hat he be directed by a Judge of Court of record in the State of 


ashington, County of Okanogan, to appear and attend such trial 


tor a period of not less than two (2) days. 


DATED this 16th day of October, 1975. 


Farts ہلل‎ 
Robert H. Remaklus 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


5 Petition to Compel Attendance 
-320- of out of State" Witness 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. BOX 759 

Cascade, Idaho 1 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 سم‎ NE va rd 5 
ROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

ET COUNTY, IDAHO 


Hery 
N THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


TATE OF IDAHO, 


Plæintiff, No, 


٠ سد‎ 


CERTIFICATE UNDER UNIFORM ACT 
TO SECURE ATTENDANCE OF WITNESS 


YS. 


HOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ۱ 
(Idaho Code Section 19-3005( 
Defendant. 


Petition having been filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 
Prosecuting Attorney for Valley County, State of Idaho, pursuant 
۳ Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Dan Carrey be directed 
b. authorized to appear and attend the trial in the above-entitled 


atter, which commenced October 6, 1975, and it appearing that said 


1 61695 is material and necessary to the prosecution; 
It is hereby certified that Dan Carrey be directed by Judge 


pf a Court of record of Okanogan County, State of Washington, to 


—— 


appear and attend the trial in the above-entitled matter, in which 


rial testimony commenced at ten o'clock A.M. on October 6, 1975, 


and that said witness shall be required to attend such trial for a 
period of not less than two (2) days and for such other time as the 
Presence of such witness shall be required. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said witness will be tendered 
ileage and daily allowance provided by law and statutes of the 
State of Idaho. 


ENTERED This 16th day of October, 1975. 
3 - سے‎ 
Lu GE سس شیسصت‎ 


|i Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure 
-351- Attendance of Witness ~ Dan Carrey 
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REMAKLUS : iioi 
۹ Box 739 

Idaho 85611‏ ہے 

Telephone (208) 582-4270 Dez |» 2 ug ۰ 
Li PROSEC زا‎ 1 1۰0۵ ATTORNEY 
و‎ | VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO i. cm کے ےت ہوا‎ 
2 د‎ PE فا‎ + 

63٤7۴ 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


3 
4 
5 
6 | IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
1 
8 
9 


STATE OF IDAHO, ] 
10 Plaintiff, ] No, 
11 VS. I PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 
12 [THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ] (DAN CARREY) 
13 Defendant. ] 
14 we o e ر‎ 
15 Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County, 


16 (Idaho, request the above-entitled Court to direct the Valley 
17 |County Clerk to advance $ ) هن‎ as mileage fees, together with 
18 attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for Dan Carrey, out of 
19 |Btate witness required to testify in the trial of the above cause; 


20 |baid witness resides at Omak, Washington, 


21 rs the law provides for $.25 cents per mile: and said witness 
22 will be required for two (2) days and the law provides for at- 


23 tendance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 


24 DATED this 16th day of October, 1975. 
25 
26 سالک‎ at 
۱ Robert H. 115 mmu 
21 Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
28 
20 
30 
31 
32 


- 553. Peition fo Advance fees ( Dan Carrey 


ORDER 

Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, 

IT IS ORDERED That the Clerk of the Valley County Court 
shall advance the sum of $ گی‎ to Dan Carrey, to be forth- 
with delivered as advance witness fees and mileage, to secure 
the attendance of said person as a witness in the above-entitled 
action from | | Omak, Washington. 


DATED this 16th day of October, 1975. 


-353- Petition £o Advance fees- 
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| 
;| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ls 
9) STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
" — 
| 
"| THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
12 Plaintiff, ) No. 9701 
| | 
13; v. ) ORDER 
| 
14| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
151 Defendant. ) 
1 
16 ! --- 
17 | Upon motion made by defense counsel and specifically con- 


18' sented to by the defendant himself, and no objection by the 


i State, the court hereby orders further proceedings in this 
| 
| 
| IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant, Thomas Eugene 
i 


matter be held in Boise, Idaho and the next date set for hearing 


and sentencing to be November 3, 1975. 


22. Creech, be transported to the Ada County Jail, Boise, 


24 the Sheriff of Valley County and held in custody there by 


25 Sheriff E. C. Palmer, Ada County. 


26 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon delivery of the defendant 


27 to Sheriff Darrell Lynsky of Valley County, the Sheriff of 


is released from further 


Lewis Gardner, 


28 Shoshone County, Idaho, 


29 responsibility for the care and custody of said defendant. 


tober, 1975, 


Order 


-35h- 


30 Dated at Wallace, 


ORDER 


pr 


یں اھت 
odis ۲ "conn fes‏ 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS‏ | 
Prosecuting Attorney Valley County,‏ 
P. 0. Bax 9 "n.‏ 
Cascade, Ióano 1 vcr 7 1 £3 44°75‏ 
Telephone No. (208) 382-4270‏ 
vhs s im E‏ 
SOYA‏ ےرس 70و LYNN THOMAS‏ 
en dd‏ يونا Deputy Attorney General‏ 
2 تا State House‏ 
Boise, Idaho‏ 
ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF‏ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE‏ 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE‏ 
STATE OF IDAHO, ]‏ 
Plaintitf, ] No. 9701‏ 
vS. ] ORDER‏ 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ]‏ 
Defendant. ]‏ 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED That DEROLD LYNSKEY, Sheriff of Valley 


County, Idaho be and he is hereby appointed custodian of all 


exhibits in this case aud he is hereby instructed to transport 


the same to the Valley County Courthouse, Cascade, Idaho and hold 


said exhibits in his custody until further order of this Court. 


DATED this 22nd day of October, 1975. 


-355- Order 


"RES ہیس‎ e a. سس س‎ 1 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL 1522142 (OF "5 
5 5 hr 


| 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP SHOSHONE: - | 
ios i 
VM s TE VI 
J ری‎ bie im 


| DAY / 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. Cr. 9701 
Plaintiff, 
VS, VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENS CREECH, COUNT I 
Defendant. | 


س سے س ee‏ ات اد شتا Lu er‏ 
۰ 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the First 


Degree. 


Dated this 7 2 day of October, 1975. 


P ii سد‎ 
5 2 7 1 rA و 5 سر پک‎ 
E 2 کی‎ "ud S A و‎ ri. 1 حجر‎ 


Foreman 


حا ہے صم سد سس ہہس HÀ me m‏ هد > — o‏ ام س A‏ 


- 356 Verdict-1 


if op AM UTE‏ 7 .| اا ا 
IN CHE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT- or! "5? É‏ 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE, . 


t 
NES | 
BY ZALES LALA of مد‎ e 


J 


ما 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 
Plaintiff, 
VS. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT II 


Defendant. 


T Jic AR Red did 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the 
First Degree. 


Dated this خر‎ 77 day of October, 1975. 


rs AU) 
۳ 0 Lhe 
EA 


zs Verdict--11 


29 


30 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. Bp eae 5 
ttorneys at Law PLEO 
0 Sak 8 =< 
lapoa, Idaho 83651 ہے ا‎ W iue خسم‎ ee 
Phone: £66-9284 agu3 15/5 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


ak * * X 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
Xi MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ا کے ا elc‏ ےہ el‏ ييا ریہ b Ml‏ 


| 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel 
of record, and hereby moves for a new trial based upon the follow- 
ing grounds, to-wit: 

l. For the denial to dispense with the jury and 
try this matter to the Court; 

2. For allowing the jurors to be challenged and dis- 
missed for cause, based solely on their non-belief in capital 
punishment; 

3. For denial, after the offer of proof, to go into 
testimony regarding the admission of the "Satanic Bible" and the 
giving of testimony of clergy, and others, on the realism of God 
and the existence of Satan; 

4, For the denial, after the offer of proof, of per- 
mitting testimony of the polygraph examiner and the results 
of his polygraph examination. 


This Motion is made and based upon the complete records 


j= MELIIGA FOR NEW SERIAL 


MN Y OC CLGCY eae BRUCE. o. ROSI NSON‏ ال Gee ee ee Cn‏ سے وو M Pm‏ ید ا 


. P.O. DOX O ۔‎ NAMPA, IDAHO 03054 1-— 


| ATTORNEY AT LAW 


۴ك 


l Dated this CT day of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, P 


, ATTORNEY AT LAW 


. ROBINSON 


Page 2 and FINAL- MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


ف & * $ * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


| 

E ) 

3 ) Case No. 2165 

À Plaintiff, ) 

I ) 

a -vs- ) MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS 
< ) COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 
2 THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) ہے سس سی سم مس یس شید وت‎ 
7 ) 

: Defendant. ) 

D 

x ) 

à ) 

0 

r- 

COMES NOW BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Esq., Counsel for the 
z 

3 Defendant in the above-entitled action, and hereby moves the 
« 

i Court for his appointment as Court-appointed counsel for the 
بج‎ 

E Defendant for all further proceedings; or in the alternative, 
,. for appointment of other counsel. 

o 

= This Motion is made and based on the files and records 
0 

e 

ó of this action, and upon the Affidavit filed concurrently herewith 
5 g]! 

z Dated this 257 day of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 


| 


XMOTICN FOA ASPPOISLCESENT AS COUSI-ASSDINTED COUNSEL 


Counsel for Defendant 


-xo- 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A, 8 

Attorneys at Law USE و‎ i 

P. O. Box 8 ۴ سن‎ 
Namoa, Taano 83651 A va , =. sas - EE, h — سم‎ Á— الس‎ 
Phone: 466-9284 1:61۸۶ i975 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTE JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


5 k k k k k 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 f 
Plaintiff, 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR APPOINTMENT AS 
COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 


-WVS owe 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


- NAMPA, IDAHO 0365 تسس سس[‎ 


RA.‏ ا اد س جذ اة سد 


Defendant. 

x 

o 

e 

o 

* STATE OF IDAHO ) 

) ss. 

z County of Canyon ) 

مم 

BRUCE O. ROBINSON, after being first duly sworn, deposes 
Zz 

e and says: 

« 

That he is counsel of record for the Defendant in the 
z 

0 ‘ 

z above-entitled action, and makes this Affidavit in support of a 
a 

0 

7 Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel, filed concurrent- 
لیا‎ 

ly herewith. 

e 


That your affiant has been in representation of said 
Defendant since the 6th day of June, 1975, having initially been 
contacted regarding said representation on the 30th day of May, 
1975. 

To this date, your affiant has spent approximately 
1,040 hours in representation of said Defendant, and has expended 
approximately $11,015.16 in expenses in the defense. That no Sexe 


nor reimbursement of any kind has been paid by the Defendant in 


l- AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS COURT-APPOINTED 
COUT SSL 


~361- 


your affiant, and it is not anticipated that said 


be able to pay any sums for fees or reimbursement 
the Defendant is still in need of representation 
to the following: 
Presentation of Motion for New Trial; 


Opposition to extradition proceedings 
and possibly Nevada; 


from Oregon, | 


Preparation of record for appeal; 
Preparation of Briefs on appeal; 


Presentation of argument on appeal before the 
Supreme Court. à 


expend the time necessary for further representa- 


affiant therefore requests that he be appointed 


not 


y 


day of‏ ں کا 


Residence: Nampa, Idaho 


IS SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 


^ an 
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in this matter. 


FINAL- AFFIDAVIT 
PPOINTED COUNSEL 


“nis ect on, KÖ 


Defencont will 


"anat 


in several matters including, but not limited 


(1) 
(2) 


(3) 
(4) 
(5) 


That your affiant cannot practicably afford the costs of 


appeal, nor to 


tion of the Defendant vithout reimbursement for his time, efforts 


and expenses. 


Your 


by this Court as counsel for the Defendant, or in the alternative, 
that other counsel be appointed to represent said Defendant. 


Further your affiant saye 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 


1975, 


(SEAL) 


October, 


T مجحو ۱سکسے_ے_-9.وے سس‎ FF ے‎ dece ہے ے‎ mee opu cM O BRUCE O. ROBINSON 


- P. O. BOX 8 ۔‎ NAMPA, IDAHO 63651 


- ATTORNEY AT LAW 


JONES, FUR‏ & یک لن ساوک شس ری 
Rttornevs at haw‏ 
ےس تت سو سن ad‏ 

D 5 . BCO 8 >: 
و‎ 1 TA mm p لیے‎ 
Namoa, 24355 83651 

» A 
Phone: 466-9284 م ا سے‎ 


uy APPL A Ant. 


(A PUTY 
IN TEE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


x k بل‎ * k 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No, 2165 
Plaintiff, 
-ya- NOTICE OF HEARING 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


TO The Clerk of the above-entitled Court; 
LYNN THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, and 
ROBERT REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney for Valley 


County, Idaho. 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the following listed 
Motions made by the Defendant, will be called up for hearing 
before this Court in the Courthouse at Boise, Idaho, on the 

day of November, 1975, at the hour of 3:30 o'clock P.M., 

or aS soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 

Said Motions are as follows, to-wit: 

Motion for New Trial; 

Motion to Set Aside Verdict; 

Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel. 


_ zn 
Dated this 7 day of November, 


-363- Notice of Hearing 


-— جرد تسه سے‎ xo. M 


تح >> سی ہس ہے ےج سے 


+ NAMPA, IDAIIO 0236512 


- P. O. BOX B 


. AITORNLY AT LAW 


ra هل بوصو‎ o و‎ TFT T re reme ce MEDI. ee oe ee eee ar BRUCE O. RODINSON 
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Attornevs at Law = M 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


*ok k KF k 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 


Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ers We ur‏ سےا "here‏ سے ات کی یی سے "assi‏ ی 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel of 
record, and hereby moves the Court for an order setting aside the 
verdict rendered by the jury herein and arresting judgment upon 
said verdict upon the basis that the statute enacted by the 
Legislature in the State of Idaho making the death penalty manda- 
tory on the conviction of First Degree Murder, is unconstitutional. 
That the same is immoral, discriminatory, and cruel and unusual 
punishment, all contrary to the guidelines set down in the U. S. 
Supreme Court case of Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 33 L.Ed.2d 
346, 92 S.Ct. 2726 ۳۵+ Den., 409 U.S. 902, 34 L,.Ed.2d 163, 93 8. 
Ct. 89 (1972). d 


| AL 
Dated this © day of November, 1975. 


ور 

ROBIJ p, JONES, E 
za» 

By A لجح‎ 7 X Pes 


c^ BRUCE O. + bi 
Counsel fot Defendant 


-36h- Motion to sat aside Verdict 
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ATTORNEY AT LAW 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AXX VALLEY 


The State of Idaho [wo 12 
Plaintiff له‎ o need chi 


= 1 سز‎ c Rs 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NQTIC 
“VS: PURSUANT TO RULE dp and 93— 
(b) (1) ۰ 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Defendant 


I, J. W. CRUTCHER — , the undersigned authority, do 
hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 
list below 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. 2.0.2. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Robert Remaklus 
Proseucting Attorney 
Valley County 
P. 0. Box 9 
Cascade, Idaho 


Motion for New Trial 

Motion for Appointment as 
Court-Appointed Counsel 

Affidavit in Support of Motion 
for Appointment as Court 
Appointed Counsel 


Lynn Thomas f Cape Motion to Set Aside Verdict 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney) fead ce/veaed Notice of Hearing 

State House Findings, Conclusion & Order 
Boise, Idaho 

Bruce O Robinson | 

Attorney at Law hand delved. 


P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Gaseste, Idaho 83611 
xf. 


Tw udaka 
ETARTE a var quo] u TEM QUU gno d 


Clerk of the [3 Court 
Ua (lo eg Ja County, Idaho 


By T" 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE 015182161 COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KIA VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI |. . SEPTEMBER Term 19 75 


Jestrict Judge 


November 3, 1975 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 


) 
The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - No, CR VC 2165 


vS 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE ۱ L-11 0153 - 0190 
۱0082 ۲ 5 : 1 
Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 


Prosecuting Attorney 


Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 
Deputy Attorney General ۱ 


Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Hearing continued from October 22, 1975 for sentencing. 
3:30 p.m., Time scheduled for further proceedings, All present 


There being no objections by the defendant this matter was scheduled for 
hearing in Ada County. 


On defendant's motion for Setting Aside Verdict the Court allowed Counsel for 
defendant 7 days to lodge brief, 7 days for State to respond and 3 days for 
defendant to reply. This matter was continued to December 4, 1975 at 3:30 p.m. 
for argument and all further proceedings. 

Argument re/ defendant's motions for new trial and Court appointed-counsel. 

The Court denied motion for new trial, and denied motion for Court Appointed- 
Counsel and leave for Counsel for Defendant, Mr. Robinson, to withdraw without 
prejudice for payment of transcript to the defendant. 

Affidavit to be filed by the Defendant. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada Connty Sheriff. 


tegor ter: Harry Englund Approved by: 


Sterk: marya 


Jated: November 3 


Court Minutes--Nov-3-1975 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY ویو‎ 


FILED 
5 AE, 0 
STATE OF IDAHO, NOY ن‎ 
ey, تنا‎ Ors 
Plaintif, عام‎ 
Case No. 20645 272244 WEZIR 
و وس ا‎ 


FINDINGS, CONCLUSION 


THOMAS BUGENE CREECH, AND ORDER 


Defendant. 


ت — — Em © — E — —— p‏ سس cá‏ وت سس — سس —— "یسح 


The defendant's motion to suppress his statement of 
8 November, 1974, came on before the court for hearing before 
trial on the 3rd day of October, 1975, in the courtroom at 
Wallace, Idaho. | 

The court heard evidence in support of and in 
opposition to defendant's motion to suppress and makes the 
following findings: | 

1. From the time of defendant's arrest until and 
including the time of givinq the said statement, the 
defendant was alert, coherent in speech, purposeful in his 
behavior and responsive to questions put to him; he was fully 
in possession of his powers of thought and reason; 

2. Prior to any interrogation and prior to the giving 
of the said statement, the miranda warnings were fully and 
completely given to the defendant. 

jJ. The defendant understood the miranda warnings given 
to him. 

4. The defendant waived the rights to remain silent, 
to consult with a lawyer before making any statement, and 
to have a lawyer pxesent during questioning. 

5. The said waiver was knowingly, intelligently and 
voluntarily made inasmuch as the defendant understood all 
of his rights, realized that any statement made would be 
used against him and waived his rights to silence and to 
the advice and presence of counsel without any promise 
of reward or consideration and in the absence of any threat 
or coercion; the defendant was aware of his actions and 
purposeful in his decision to waive his rights; the 
defendant comprehended and understood what he was doing. 

6. The defendant reads and understands the English 
language and is of average intelligence as indicated by 


his ability to understand and respond to questions. 


~367- Findings, Conclusion and Order -1 


WHEREFORE, The court concludes that the defendant's 
subject statement was knowingly, intelligently and volun- 
tarily given without threat or promise and is not subject 
to exclusion on the ground of involuntariness. 


The Defendant's motion to suppress is therefore 


DATED: (OE. 3B 7/۶7 25 —— 


DENIED, 


District Judge 


FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND ORDER, Page 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH. JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATS OF IDASO 
Case No. 2165 


ORDER DENYING MOTIONS 


سے سے ہے ×× -- 


— Mniíltis 


V. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


maradi c. 


NOV 7 


Defendant. 


motion for appointment of court-appointed counsel came on 
before the court for hearing on the 3rd day of November, 
1975, the parties having stipulated in open court that 
such matters might be heard at that time upon short notice. 

The Defendant's motion for new trial is based upon 
four grounds, namely that the Defendant was denied a trial 
before the court sitting without a jury; that perspective 
jurors were challenged for cause and dismissed based soley 
because of their non-belief in capital punisbment; that ev- 
idence relating to the santanic bible and testimony by clergy- 
men and others on "the realism of God and the existence of Satan," 
was not admitted; and that the testimony of a polygraph examiner 
and the results of his polygraph examination was not admitted 
into evidence. 

The Defendant's motion for new trial is DENIED. 

The law of this State does not permit a felony 
case to be tried before the court sitting without a jury. 
Moreover, no showing was made and it does not appear from 
examination of prospective jurors that the effects of pre- 
trial publicity were so pervasive and To OEN E to 
the Defendant as to necessitate dispensing with a jury and 
trying the case before the court alone. 

Defendant's claim that jurors were challenged and 


dismissed for cause based soley upon non-belief in capital 
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punishment is erroneous. No juror was excused for such reason. 
Only those prospective jurors who testified that they could not 
fairly consider the question of guilt or innocence and could 
not render a verdict of guilty to the charge of first degree 
murder, irrespective of the state of the evidence, were 

excused for cause. Moreover, the defendant may not complain 

of the final composition of the jury inasmuch as the 

Defendant waived two of his premptory challenges. 

No showing was made in the Defendant's offer 
of proof, or otherwise, that the proffered evidence relating 
to the "Satanic bible” and the testimony of clergymen and 
others on "the realism of God and existence of satan” was 
relevant to any of the issues of the case. 

Evidence of the results of a polygraph examination 
is inadmissible under the laws of the State of Idaho. Further- 
more, no proper foundation was laid respecting the qualifica- 
tions of the proffered polygraph examiner and the methodology 
used in conducting the polygraph examination. 

The Defendant's motion to have his attorney, Bruce 
O. Robinson, appointed as court-appointed counsel is DENIED. 
The court does not believe that the interest of justice would 
be well served by permitting the Defendant's retained 
counsel to withdraw at this time and shift the burden of 
proceeding on appeal to the Valley County public defender 
who withdrew from the case on his own motion after request 
of the Defendant that he do so. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Defendant may have 
the transcript on appeal prepared at State expense provided 
that the Defendant makes a proper showing before this court 


of indigency. 


ORDER DENYING MOTIONS, Page 2 
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The Defendant's motion to set aside the verdict, 
Gated November 3, 1975, is deferred for hearing until 
December 4, 1975. In the interim, the Defendant is given 
seven (7} Gays from the date of this ORDER in which to file 
a brief in support of the motion. The State shall then have 
seven (7). days in which to respond following which the 
Defendant shall have an additional three (3) days to file a 
rebuttal brief. 


DATED this به لسك‎ of November, 1975. 


District Judge 


ORDER DENYING MOTIONS, Page 3 
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مے۔و e‏ ل لو سے س ہے FA,‏ » 


راشاھ خصده صصص ره 
EGTA i‏ 


TRE 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


ROBINSOS & JONES, P,A 
A*torrsVys AT Law 

P. Q. Box £ 

Pampa, Idaho 83651] 
Pnone: 466-9286 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


xk ck k k X 


Case No. 2165 


MOTION FOR COSTS OF APPEAL 
TO BE PORN BY STATE 


al‏ — اص سے اص ےتا ےہ 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs- 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW the Defendant above named, by and through his 


Counsel of record, and moves this Court for its Order granting 


to obtain the transcript of the trial, 


to the Defendant the right 


the Clerk's records, and all other material pertinent to an 


Appeal, plus all costs attendant in the Appeal from the verdict 


and Judgment of the District Court in the above-entitled case, 


This Motion is based upon the previous 


Motions made by this Defendant for court-appointed counsel, and 


upon the Defendant's —— " verifying his indigency. 


Dated this /f day of November, 1975. 


ROBINSQN &.JONES, P.K. 
Ju 3 ۲ 


By $ 0 í ( Cy TUN 
‘BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Counsel foy Defendant 


LPPEAL TO BE BORN BY STATE 


to be born by the State. 


ee ہے‎ 
-aoro ë فا‎ 


و سس سروس وت 


5 


لاو سح 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW ع‎ P.O, BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 1 


ROBINSON & JONES, P. A, 


RES و س س ل اص‎ utá— 


ہے س د 


l 


ORDER 


Motion having been made in open court on the 3rd day‏ عم 


ہے ا em‏ 
2 = = -—_— = سی 3 3 


of November, 1975, for the court to appoint counsel for further 


proceedings to represent the Defendant, and upon its denial, 
a Motion having been made orally at that time and place for the 
State to bear the costs of the Appeal of the Defendant, and there 
being no objections to the latter Motion by the State, and the 
Motion having been subsequently reduced to writing along vith an 
Affidavit of the Defendant defining and verifying his indigency; 
and the Court then being fully advised in the premises; | 
Therefore ORDERS, and this does hereby ORDER that 1 
costs in the Appeal by the Defendant to the Idaho Supreme Court 
shall be born by the State. These costs shall include court 
reporters transcript, Clerk's record, filing fees, etc., and 
shall include all costs save and except for attorney's fees 


incurred in said Appeal. 


Dated this [XL day of LAE A ; A975, 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - P.O, BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 03651 ——————— يي سپس‎ 


TRICT "JUDGE 


=== ROBINSON & JONES, P, A. 


| "age 2 and FINAL- MOTION & CPDER FOR COSTS OP APPEAL TO PF 
| SOR BY STATE 
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IN THz DISTRICT COURT OF THe FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KER VALLEY 


^ > 


0ھ ری 
FILED‏ 
he, Tm‏ وم 
The State of Idaho di‏ 
a Nor 19, [975‏ | 
ے سے موم Plaintiff‏ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE‏ 
-VS- PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) and 55‏ 
(b) (1) LR.C.P.‏ 
Thomas Eugene Creech‏ 
Defendant‏ 
I, Mary A. Hill ۱ ۱ , the undersigned authority, do‏ 


hereby certify that ] have mailed, by United States mail, ore copy of the 


Plaintiff's Brief in Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Set 


Aside Verdict 
as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


ney General 


Stat ous 
tSe, Idaho 3720 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. 0. Box 9 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P.O. BOX 8 

NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 


QUSE BRA REA KIS KRIA 
Clerk of the District Court 
VALLEY County, Idaho 


By ۱ | 
om Clerk 
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بام شا تھے ROBERT H»‏ 

Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O, Box 759 
Cascade, Idano 83611 
Telephone: 382-4270 


LYNN E. THOMAS 

Deputy Attorney General 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Attorney General's Office 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 
PLAINTIFF'S BRIEF IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SET 
ASIDE VERDICT 


V. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


——— À t وو‎ 


The Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, has moved to set aside 
the verdict of the jury finding the defendant guilty of two 
counts of murder in the first degree. The Defendant contends 
that the mandatory death penalty statute is unconstitutional 
and cites as authority, in support of that proposition, the case 
of Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 902, 34 L.Ed.2d 346, 92 S.Ct. 
2728. 

It will be recalled that Furman v. Georgia, supra, which 
was decided in 1972 was a per curiam opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It was accompanied by nine separ- 
ate opinions, one from each justice. Five members of the court 
subscribed to the per curiam opinion and four justices dissented. 

No single reason for the decision emerges clearly. The per 
curiam opinion of the court is to the effect that the carrying 
out of the death penalty in the particular cases involved con- 
stituted cruel and unusual punishment in violation of the 


Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments. 


Plaintiff's Breif in Opposition to 
Hug. Defendants Motion to set Aside Verdict 


Justice Douglas, in a concurring opinion, expressed the 
view that the penalty was cruel and unusual when selectively 
applied to minorities. Justices Stewart and White believed 
that the desth penalty was unconstitutional in the case at 
hand because it had been capriciously applied. Justice White 
stated that it was unnecessary to decide whether the death 
penalty was unconstitutional per se. Justice Brennan felt 
that the death penalty was unconstitutional because it was 
0 --‌0 applied and could not be shown to serve any penal 
purpose more effectively than any less drastic punishment. 
Justice Marshall felt that the death penalty was excessive and 
unnecessary and therefore morally unacceptable to the people 
of the United States. 

It can be seen that, of the five justices supporting the 
per curian Opinion, the only thread of agreement about the 
rationale of the decision concerns the principle that the death 
penalty is unconstitutional when discriminatorily applied. For 
those cases which have wrestled with the constitutionality of 
the death penalty, while awaiting clarification, see: 
McCorquodale v. State, 211 S.E.2d 577 (Ga. 1974); State v. 
Enderson, 109 Ariz. 117, 506 P.2d 248 (1973); People v. 
Stanworth, 114 Cal.Rptr. 250, 522 P.2d 1058 (1974); People 
v. Fulmer, 524 P.2d 606 (Colo. 1974); State v. Rhodes, 524 
P.2d 1095 (Mont. 1974); Pate v. State, 507 P.2d 915 (Okl. 
Crim. 1973); State v. Braun, 82 Wash.2d 157, 509 2.24 742 
(L973). 

The Idaho statute, and other statutes purporting to establish a 
mandatory death penalty, constitute an attempt to respond to 
the court's objections in Furman v. Georgia. Nothing in the 
Opinion of the court in Furman v. Georgia makes the present 
statute unconstitutional. ۱ 

At the present time, the United States Supreme Court has 
deferred to the present time additional arguments on the 


question of the constitutionality of the mandatory death 
BRIEF, Page 2 
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CT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


IN THE DISTRI 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA». P 


Qi So 


8Y P» 


CERTIFICATE OF 7 MAILING NOTICE 


PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) and 55 
(b) (1) LR.C.F. 


|, the undersigned authority, do 


The State of Idaho 
Plaintiff 


سب لا 


Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 


Mary A. Hill 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


lerk of the District Court 
Vall ounty, Idaho 


By 7» Léa a K? Yor 
Dé puty Clerk 
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in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Lynn T homas 
Deputy Attorney General 
State House 
Boise, Idaho 


Robert H. Remaklus 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


^oc ہے‎ om om 


Attornevs at Law 
P, Q; Sox 8 

Balsa, EES 83551 
Phone: 455-9284 


IN TEE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


NOTICE OP APPEAL 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


* * k kk k 


Case No. 2165 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Pe 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE 


and gives Notice 


the 


1975, 


of 


CREECH, by and through his Counsel of record, 
to the State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Code 19-2806, 


Defendant's Appeal of that certain Order dated November 4, 


denying Defendant's Motion for a new trial and his Motion for 


day of December, 1975. 


JONES, aac.‏ و وت 


۳ 


> کو و‎ 3 
By سس تب‎ A اا‎ 
BRUCE O; ROBINSON 
۱ Defendant 


pains (a 


2 


appointment of court-appointed counsel. 
Dated this شر‎ 
NOTiCz CF APPEAL 
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=- ر‎ — — —— D 
سر‎ 
6م‎ 


» 5 — MÀ Há == 
تسه سح‎ 


PO. DOXA - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 s 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


ROBINSON & JONES, PL A. 


اس ل و یر سس —— 
—À‏ ت € ر SSS‏ 


= L—O A———Ó (P 


ہے سے ri‏ 
= — د 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


the following: 


2 x eek چو‎ 
2 STATE OF IDAKO, ) 
3 ) Case No. 2165 
۳ Plaintiff, ) 
d ) 
E — ) AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 
) ee 
2 THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
X ) 
E Defendant. ) 
o ) 
j ) 
= 
k 
- STATE OF IDAHO ) 
is ) ss. 
ئ‎ County of Canyon ) 
Z 
5 SANDRA ۲۰ TEOMPSON, after being first duly sworn, 
س۶‎ 
: deposes and says: 
k That she is the Clerk anā secretary in the law offices 
vi 
3 of ROBINSON ع‎ JONES, P.A., Attorneys at Law, Nampa, Idaho; that 
> she did on the lst day of December, 1975, serve a copy of the 
0 
z attached NOTICE OF APPFAL in the above-entitled action upon 
۳ 
| 


LYNN A. THOMAS, 

Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idaho 83702 


ROBERT H, REMAKLUS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County Courthouse 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


by depositing a copy of the same in the United States mail, the 
sare being registered with postage prepaid thereon, in an envelope 


to the above-named persons at their addresses as the same are 
l- AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 


| 
f s312: 


; $7) 
SA; j ? — "m MC. ھ7‎ 


5 "^ -— 
Notary Public for Idaho 


Residence: Nampa, Idaho 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 036551 =se سس وس سس‎ 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


S, PR. A. 


È 


ROBINSON يم‎ JONE 


مسے 
سے | T a‏ 


b 


x‏ 7 ۹ ۱ سم 


pr 


IN THE 01512161 COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL 01518161 OF THE 
STATE GF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KBX VALLEY 


۱ HON. J. RAY 1 SEPTEMBER ———__—lem 5 
District Judge 


__ December 4, 1975 . 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


vs Plaintiff - No. .CR V.C. 2165 


FE ld 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


| MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGR ee 
Appearances: 


Lynn Thomas 


Robert Remaklus Counsel for Plaintiff 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Bruce Robinson | Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff, 


Hearing continued from November 3, 1975 for sentencing. 


Argument on defendant's motion to set aside verdict, 
The Coutt denied defendant's motion. 


Counsel on behalf of defendant requested additional phychiatric evaluation 
an extensive presentence report and continuance for sentencing. : 


The Court continued matters for further proceedings on defendant's 
to 3:30 p.m., January 16, 1976. > requests 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff, 


Reporter: _ John Gambee _ _ — Approved by: 
Clerk: _ marya 


"Amts Court Minutes- 5 


o = UA لے‎ 


IN THE DISVAXCY COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


IN سي ين‎ 9 
FAILED 
STATS OF ون جات‎ A, M, Wi M یی‎ 0 = 
Plarntirf, Case No. 2165 080 


ORDER DENYING Mogren T0 I 


SET ASIDE Ed کت کہ‎ 


V. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The defendant's Motion to Set Aside the Verdict herein, 
which raised issues of the constitutionality of the mandatory 
death penalty provided by law in the State of Idaho, came on 
before the court for hearing on the 4th day of December, 
1975. The State of Idaho was represented by Robert H, 
Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County, Idaho and 
Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the State of 
Idaho. The Defendant was present in court and represented by 
his counsel, Bruce O. Robinson. 

The Court heard the arguments of counsel and having 
fully considered the matters raised therein and having read 
and considered the briefs of both parties, the Court, 0 
fully advised in the law and in the premises, concluded that 
the Defendant's Motion to set aside the verdict of guilt 
rendered against the Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, should 
be, and the same is, DENIED. 


DATED This /3 day of January, 1976. 


-302- Order و ده‎ Motion to Set aside 
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[ ROBINSON & JONES, ۸ 

۲ Attorneys at. Law دو ےو یکا‎ 

۲ P. O, Box 8 > ae D 

| Nampa, 13۵10 8365] =n 
! Phone: 456-9284 


ED ^^ NN 7 
sy PI Euh وہ‎ 0 
Me یت‎ UEY 

f 

y 


f 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC 
-vs- EXAMINATION AND EVALUATION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant by and through his 
Counsel of Record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and moves the Court for its 
Order ordering that prior to the sentencing of said Defendant 


that there be conducted a psychiatric examination and evaluation 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW - PLO, BOX B - NAMPA, IDAHO 03651‏ ۔ 


to determine the mental capacity relating to sanity and insanity. 
It is further moved that said examination and evaluation be done 
at the Psychiatric Section of the Idaho State Penitentiary and 


that said examination and evaluation be at the expense of the 


ROHINSON & JONES, P. A. 


State of Idaho. 


- 
= st 


Dated this 8th day of January, 1976. 


ممم mm ee ee‏ 
٦‏ جرع سے کے س ا نے ی 


۳۹ O. INSON 
۲ Attorney for 1 
ری ا یتوھ نر چا‎ ips Bthday cf. Ian. 17756... 


- ےو ؟۔ عے‎ S mn ۶ 1a stn ۱ reet, 

| 5 1 i E f° I. 5. 36211. >. ok "a دم‎ idaho, دعام‎ 
Low I ۷ سے 2 ہے = غ‎ T [IM ^ = 

| جب حور‎ COP OF ina Oec Rang INST Si. 
j as =- " 5 " 9 ۳ ? s, 
| E . ه‎ 4s. Cayres| for Plaintiff —— 
i 
ae 
11 


Robert Remaklus Lynn. Thomas 
1 Prosecuting y coureh Deputy Attorney General 


۱ ۱ ۱ 1 
۲ Valley County Courthouse Statehouse 
| Cas 2 r Idaho- 83631 Boise, Idaho 83702 


سے 


کے ای 7 سن M‏ 
A ae‏ م 


1 fame, 
Pate 
۰ 

سے 

ui 

uf 


۱ Motionfor Psychiatric Examination 
-303- and Evaluation 


NOTICE OF HEARING 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above and foregoing 
Motion of the Defendant will be called up for hearing on the 16th | 
day or January, 1976 سے مو‎ of said day at the 


Ada County Courthouse in Boise, Idaho. 


Dated this 8th day of January, 1976. 
(A! تر‎ 


` Att sy Aor Defendant 
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- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - P.O. BOX B - NAMPA, IDAHO 1 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 


—- 


3 
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IH THE DISTRIST COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


SEALE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


PHIEO 
The State oi Idaho ۳ a`: us 55 
Plaintiff JAN 131976 
CERTIFICATE QF MAILING NOTICE 
“VS- PURSUA TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) L 21 | وا‎ ۱ 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
8 Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Order Denying Motion to Set Aside Verdict 
Motion for Psychiatric Examination & Evaluation 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R-C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


T.W. Unitel 


سے جد دوو سبدو obl‏ 


Clerk of the District Court 


Ue the 4 Ea County, Idaho 


9 rata A eld ۱ 
eputy Clerk 
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in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce 0. R obinson 
Attorney at Law 

Box 8 

Nampa, idaho 83651 


Ms Victoria White 


Clerk of the District Court 


P. O: Box و‎ 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thoues 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


/ IN THE GISTRICT COURT OF THE rOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND 108 THE COUNTY OF ABA VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURLSCHI — 05000 ب.--:8ب 0غ‎ Tern 19 
Oistrict Judge 


ee نكت‎ 


January 16, 1976‏ ار 
Date‏ 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho : 
) R 2 
Plaintiff - ) ہچ‎ = 
۱ ) 
vs 1 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant - ۱ ۱ 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE L-20 0654 - 0683 
Appearances: 
Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Bruce O. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


` Hearing on defendant's motion for psychiatric evaluation. 
Argument. 


The Court ordered psychiatric evaluation and appointed Dr. Estess and 
granted leave to defendant to appoint Dr. Humiston at expense of State, 


There being no objection by Counsel or defendant the Court continued this 
matter for hearing report to March 5, 1976 at 3:30 p.m. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Reporter: . -obn Gambee —0 5 Approved by: 


Clerk: ined. À 


: January 16, 1976 
سا‎ trict Judge 
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ls IHE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICLAL DISTRICT OF 


ok | 770‏ ب 
ما 
يدحت شی ہی M.‏ » 20 00999یُھ+ " 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) JANE 01975‏ 
aI) 7‏ ) 
Plaintiff, ) /‏ 
ارو یجن | ) 
T ) CRIMINAL CASE°NO. V.C.2165‏ 
inOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ORDER ۰‏ 
) 
Defendant. )‏ ۱ 
) 


The Defendant in this action having filed his written 
Motion for Examination as to his capacity to understand further 
proceedings against him: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to the provisions of Sections 
18-210 and 18-211, that Dr. Michael Estess a duly qualified 
psychiatrist, heretofore appointed by the Court to conduct an 
examination, Further 00 and report upon the present mental 
condition of the Defendant. 


A 


he Defendant having further requested that a psychiatrist 


- 


of his choice be parmitted to make a further examination and 
having requested that Dr. Karl Humiston be appointed for this 
purpose, the Court does hereby also appoint Dr. Humiston to 
examine and report upon tne present mental condition of the 
vefendant. 

Such examinations shall be conducted at the Ada County jail. 

In such examination any metnod may be employed which is 
accepted by tho medical profession for the examination of those 
&llegec to be suffering from mental disease or defect, 

Ine Report of the examination shall include the following: 


(1) A Description of the nature of the examination; 
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18 


(2) <A diagnosis of the present mental coadition of the 
Defendant including any change since October و21‎ 1975, the time 
trial concluded, 

(3) If the Defendant suffers from a mental disease or 6 
an opinion as to his capacity to understand further proceedings 
pending in this matter. 

If the examination cannot be conducted by reason of the 
unwillingness of the Defendant to participate therein, the re- 
port shall so state and shall include, if possible, an opinion 
as to whether such anwillingness of the Defendant was the result 
of mental disease or defect. 

The Report of the examination shall be filed in triplicate 
with the Court, which shall cause copies to be delivered to the 


Prosecuting Attorney and to Counsel for the Defendant. 


Dated this 2677 day of January, 1976. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. 2165 


STIPULATION AND ORDER 
FOR RETURN AND SUBSTITUTION 
OF EXHIBITS 


۳13 
V3. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 
COME NOW the parties hereto by and through their respective 


counsel of record and stipulate and agree as Foliovs: 

1. That a hand held tape recorder adis ced into evidence 
as State's Exhibit No. 64 shall be withdrawn so that the same 
may be returned to Weslie L. Woodall the owner thereof; and 
2, That a photocopy of State's Exhibit No, 68 (poem composed 
by defendant about plane crash) shall be made by the Clerk of the 
above entitled Court and substituted in evidence in lieu of the 
original exhibit and the original exhibit 55311 be delivered 
to Ada County Sheriff Charles E, Palmer. 


DATED this € day of January, 1976. 


> RAP 


ROBERT H. REMAKLU 
Prosecuting Attornev Valley Covnty, Idaho 
Attorney for Plaintiff 


uro عو‎ ^ p 


Bv D at ا | سے‎ 
BRUCE سی‎ ROBINSON ۱ 
06261:۲5۵1 ior Dejéndant 


Stipulation and Order for Return and 
-389- Substitution of Exhibits 1 


ORDER 


Upon reading and filing the above Stipulation ana the 
Court being fully advised in the premises, 

i? iS HERESY ORDERED as follows: 

1. That the Clerk of the above entitled Court shall 
withdraw State's Exhibit No. 64 from evidence and deliver the 
same to Weslie L. Woodall. 

2, That the Clerk of this Court shall make a true and 
correct photo copy of State's Exhibit No. 68 and substitute 
the same in evidence in lieu of such Exhibit and that said 
Clerk shall deliver said original exhibit to Ada County Sheriff 


Charles E. Palmer. 


DATED thisZeN بد ضف‎ of January, 1976. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH. JUDICIAL. DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND-EQR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


POR TEL COUNTE OT VALE 


FILEO 
A M, 


O 0‏ ل awe‏ سے 


TA 


عدم ؾ JAM‏ 

ملا 4 , 

سج تر و ERLI‏ ششک 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 


PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 5 
(QUID 7 


, the undersigned authority, do 


0 A rm ee CaS m- aw 6 as r 
el iua: Ww REED 


Plaintiff 


ENE 


-YS- 


Defendant 


Èe Hill 


I, Many 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Order for Psycniatric evaluation & Stipulation and Order for Return 


an ubstitution of Exhibits 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


CUABEJGEBXBIXNTANG 
Clerk of the District Court 
Ada County, Idaho 


—á ee = — ع ہے‎ 


Deputy Clerk 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
Attorney at Lew 
P.O. 2ox 8 

Hampa, ID 83651 
is. Victoria White 

Clerk cf the District Court 
P.O. Box (59 

wallace, ID 63673 

Robert hn. Hemaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade, ID 63611 
Lynn Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General 
otatenouse 

Boise, ID 83729 

Dr. wiecneel 59 
6003 Overland 0 
Boise, ID 63105 


Ur. AZTL Bs 
1050 Clover 
Boise, ID 


itumiston 
Drive 
03103 
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AOZINXSON E واک ہے اا‎ Pik, 

` 
Attorneys at Lev E 
P, O. Box 2 FILED 
inmea, IGano 33651 EL oasis j " 
PHOnet 260-978£ 


tT! THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


x we * * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

-VSs- NOTICE OF APPEAL 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


سےا اة اس > ج n d — e‏ سے 


COMES NOW the abova-named Defendant, TEOMAS EUGENE 
CREECE, by and through his Counsel of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, 
Esq., Of the law firm of KOSINSON & JONES, P. 3., and cives 
Notice to the State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Code, §19-2806, 
of the Defendant's Appeal of that certain Order Denyinc Motion 
to Set Aside Verdict, dat the 13th day of January, 1976. 


Dated this ® day of January, 1976. 
ROBINSON & JONES, P. A, 


BRUCE O. YOBIRZON 
Counsel foy fendant 


KOLICE OP APPEAL 
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW - PO. BOX O = NAMPA, IDAHO 683651 sees a‏ ۔ 


ROBINSON A JONES, PA.,‏ سس تسه 
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IL Yee. DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


*x * * * * 


Case No. 2165 5 
Plaintiff, 


AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 
TUAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


سید ےم ےہ dll‏ ےہ ی سے 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Canyon ) 


SANDRA D. THOMPSON, after being first duly sworn, 


Tnat she is the Clerk and secretary in the law offices 
o> ZOBINSON & JONES, P. A., Attorneys at Law, Nampa, Idaho; that 
th ۱ 
539 sid on the Z() say of January, 1976, serve a copy of the 


a-tacaed NOTICE OP APPEAL in the ebove-antitled action upon the 


‘COERT E. REAKLUS 
eguting 0 

ay rs Courthouse 
Ma 


504 x. THOMAS, 3 
Lurtutv Attorney General Pros 
= e 6f ۵ Yall 
prd Cas 


1 ہے - کے 
2 3:880 ت۵9 
a cops of the same ip the United States mail, tna‏ 614 5251 .= 
STS Laing registered with postace prepaid thereon, in an envelope‏ 


-e PTS OF the ebovc-naned persons at their eéGrossos as the same 


3 " 8. 
۱ T 
mele abri. aM Piers ecu 


ade TENE Seen EG hey. 


553 ۲ Public for Idaho > Idah 
fer "E کے‎ T= 
1 Resicences Narpa, Idaho 


ات 
ee‏ 


| 
۱ 


| 


NAMPA, IDAHO B3651 یه‎ 


P,O. DOX 8 - 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


TAr]‏ سکس 


= — س س‎ sg mo —M——— a 5— تھا‎ 
^ " cq" -—— A سے‎ - = 


KARL E. HUMISTON, M.D, 
BONNIE A. RICH, R.N.. M.S. 
1050 CLOVER DRIVE 
EOISE, IDAHO 03703 


eas FILED 


TELEPHONE (208) 345-3754 
4 P, لٹ‎ uo 


a ؟‎ m. 


ebru 6 FEB1* 1976 
12 Feb ary 197 TO, لسرا‎ OM سهد‎ CLERK 


J.: Ray Durtseni, District Judge í 
Ada County Court House BY 222 a Mekk... 
Boise, Idako 83702 


'EPUTY 


RE: Thomas E. Creech 
Dear Judge Durtschi: 


This is in response to your order for a psychiatric evaluation of Thomas 
Creech, regarding his capacity to understand furtner proceedings in his case- 
He was interviewed by me for a little over thirty minutes in the Ada County 
Jail on là February 1976, the report of which follows. 


This 25-year-old man stated that he is scheduled on 5 March to be sentenced 
for the two ourders which he was convicted of having committed in November 1974. 
He expects to be sentenced to be hung to death. 


‘nen asked whether he had any present complaints, he said his only one is 
trouble sleeping. He gets quite a bit of medication: Talwin 75 mg 4 times 
daily for headaches, Vistaril 100 mg 3 times daily for nervousness, Sinequan 
100 mg and chloral hydrate 2 capsules for sleep, and Donnatal 4 times daily 
for ulcers. Specific questioning revealed that he feels some ulcer burning 
now, has had constant headache since a jail fight in Wallace last October, 
and has felt depressed ever since his wife was crippled in a fall. He claims 
to be a little confused all the time, subject to spells of irritability, and 
memory not too good since last year's pentothal interviews. A review of his 
dietary history and symptoms generally was not indicative of a blood sugar 
problen. 


During the interview, there was no sign of disorganization or psychosis. 
He was sensitive and perceptive, appropriate in his answers and quite calm. 
There was no outward sign of confusion, irritability or poor memory. He said 
he is "tired of everything" and does not care whether he is hung or not. He 
showed me poetry he was writing, which was well-organized though superficial. 


in my opinion, Thomas Creech is not mentally ill, and I vould not apply 
any psychiatric diagnostic label to him. It does not appear that his mental 
condition has changed in recent months. He clearly understands his legal 
situation and the nature of exoected further proceedings. Most of the medical 
symotons of which he complains (trouble sleeping, headaches, confusion, etc.) 
are probably caused by a conmoination of his situation and his medication, and 
do not in my opinion indicate mental illness. He impresses me as a person 
wno Knows what he is doing, whose acts reflect his own choices. 


Yours sincerely, 


sus‏ عم 


Karl E. Humiston, M.D. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA ۹ همست‎ 


FILED 
A PLOTS, ہے‎ 
FEBI T 1975 
qi. A 
The état gi Leena و ساد‎ 
Plaintiff M T Ee 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILINO NOTICE 
“VS- PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
L ۱ Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I nave mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Psychiatric Evaluaticn ۱ B 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce Robinson 
Attorney at Law 
Box 8 

Nampa, Idabo 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade; Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thomas : 
Deputy Attorney General 

Statehouse 

Boise, 0 83720 


TW. Qul» 

LES OE ET TR 

Clerk of the District Court 
Velley PHB County, Idaho 


MICHAEL E. Estess, M.D. 


14571 SHORELINE 3ئ‎ PSYCHIATRY 
SUITE 112 DIPLOMATE OF THI. AMERICAN BOARS AREA CODE 208 
2 6155 , IDAHO 83706 OF PSYCHIATHY AND NEUROLOGY TELEPHONE 276-8371 
March 2, 1976 FILED 
A, + ا ممه‎ — 
Honorable J. Ray Durtschi BARS 1976 


District Judge 
4th Judicial District = 


Ada County Courthouse يمضه جرد‎ AL Hatko 
7 


Boise, Idaho 40 ۱ 


Re: Thomas Eugene Creech 
Dear Judge Durtschi: 


I am writing to you in regards to Thomas Creech, whom I recently 
again saw for evaluation as per your request by court order. 


You are aware, based upon previous communication I have had 
with you through evaluations that I have provided on Mr. Creech, I am 
quite familiar with his background and early development and his recent 
difficulties of a legal nature. It is my understanding that he is now 
requesting further psychiatric evaluation, prior to the hearing when 
he will be sentenced, after having been found guilty of first degree 
murder. 


I have seen and evaluated Mr. Creech on two separate occasions. 
Both of these evaluations were conducted in the Ada County Jail. I 
saw Mr. Creech on January 29, 1976 and again on February 17, 1976. Both 
of these evaluations were between 45 minutes and.one hour, during which 
time I utilized very standard interview techniques to evaluate his 
psychological functioning. 


In addition to personally interviewing Mr. Creech, I also 
discussed his behavior and presentation with the jailers who have been 
primarily involved with caring for him in the Ada County Jail. 


Based upon these evaluations, I am of the opinion that Mr. Creech 
is not suffering from any serious psychopathology at the present time. 
In point of fact, in many ways he seems to be functioning in a more 
comfortable fashion from the standpoint of lessened anxiety since his 
trial, and I think in large measure related to the fact his trial is 
over and he has something very concrete with which he is having to deal 
with. He seems fairly comfortable in his circumstances and continues 
to present what I see as primarily the problems associated with a 
Severe personality problem. He neither complained of subjectively, or 
manifested to me clinically any symptoms reflective of a serious mental 
illness, that is, psychosis or neurosis. I would specifically be of the 
Opinion that he is entirely capable of confiring with his attorney 
and understanding the proceedings which he is going to have to be 
involved in as it revolves around his sentencing. 
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March 3, 15976 
Page: 2 
Re: Thomas Creech 


I might also state that Mr. Creech is taking medicaiton now 
that he is in the jail, the exact period of time I am not sure, but 
he does take a narcotic, that is Talwin, three times a day and at 
night, as well as an anti-spasmotic, Donnatal, tranquilizer, Vistaril, 
vitamins on a daily basis, a sedative hypnotic, which is Chloral 
Hydrate at night, and an anti-depressant, which is Sinequan which he 
takes at night. I might just state that the only medication on this 
particular list which particularly concerns me, is his Talwin which 
is a narcotic. However, I do not think that this necessarily inter- 
fers with his capacity to function psychologically, and in point of 
fact, it may be contributing to his appearing somewhat more mellow 
and subdued. The only problem with this medication of course, is it 
is habit forming and he will develope a tolerance, and subsequently 
a possible dependence on this particular medication. 1 have not had 
anything to do with prescribing his medication and really these 
observations may be beyond that which you are really interested in 
for the purpose of my evaluation, but I thought I would comment on them. 


If I can be of any further service in regards to this matter, 
please do not hesitate to cail. 


Kindest regards, 


IA. © تمرح‎ 


MICHAEL E. ESTESS, M.D. 


و و MEE:‏ 
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M.D. ( 


MICHAEL E ESTESS 
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AREA CODE 26 
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: - FILED 

Marcn 2, 1976 -- ae 

Hororable 56 Ray Durtschi MAR 3 1975 

District Judge l ۱ bnnc. | 

4th Judicial District و‎ mni 

Ada County Courthouse i 

Boise, Idaho 83720 MaRy A BEL ۱ 


Re: Thomas Eugene Creech 


Dear Judge Durtschi:: 


I am writing to you in regards to Thomas Creech, whom I recently 
again saw for evaluation as per your request by court order. 


You cro aware, based uron provicus communication I have had 
with vou through evaluations that I have provided on Mr. Creech, I am 
quite familiar with his background and early development and his recent 


It is my understanding that he is now 


difficulties of a legal nature. 


recvestine further psychiatric evaluation, prior to the hearing wher. 
he will be sentenced, after having been found guilty of first degree 


ره 
نبغ ہس سر جو و و —- 
A o‏ ہے doi & Neh‏ 


I have seen and evaluated Mr. Creech on two separate occasions. 
Both of these evaluations were conducted in the Ada County Jail. J 
saw Mr. Creech on January 29, 1976 and again on February 17, 1976. Both 
of these evaluations were between 45 minutes and one hour, during which 
time I utilized very standard interview techniques to evaluate his 


psychological functioning. 


In addition to personally interviewing Mr. Creech, I also 
discussed his behavior and presentation with the jailers who have been 
primarily involved with caring for him in the Ada County Jail. 


Based upon these evaluations, I am of the opinion that Mr. Creech 
is not suffering from any serious psychopathology at the present time. 
In point of fact, in many ways he seems to be functioning in a more 
confortable fashion from the standpoint of lessened anxiety since his 
trial, and 1 think in large measure related to the fact his trial is 
oor and he has Something Very concrete with which he is h&vin- to deal 
with. He seems fairly comfortable in his circumstances and continues 
to present what I see as primarily the problems associated with a 
severe personality problem. He neither complained of subjectively, or 
manifested to me clinically any symptoms reflective of a serious mental 


I would specifically be of the 


Durtschi 


sentencing. 


Letter to Mr. 


illness, that is, psychosis or neurosis. 
opinion that he is entirely capable of confiring with his attorney 
and understanding the proceedings which he is going to have to be 
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Hydrate at night, and an anti-depressant, which is Sinequan which he 

. I might just state that the only medication on this 
particular list which particularly concerns me, is his Talwin which 

is a narcotic. However, I do not think that this necessarily inter- ° 
fers with his capacity to function psychologically, and in point of 
fact, it mey be contributing to his appearing somewhat more mellow 

and subdued. The only problem with this medication of course, is it 

is habit forming and he will develope a tolerance, and subsequently: 

a possible Gependence on this particular medication. I have not had 
anything to co with prescribing his medication and really these 
observations nay be beyond that which you are really interested in 

for the purpose of my evaluation, but I thought I would comment on them. 


If I can be of any further service in regards to this matter, 
please do not hesitate to call. | 


MICHAEL E. ESTESS, M.D. 
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TELEPHONE (208) 5345-3754 


12 February 1976 
J. say. curtschi, District Judge ہے‎ < HILL 
Ada County Court House 
Boise, Idaho 2 
RE: Thomas E. Creech 
Dear Judge Durtschii 


This is in response to your order for a psychiatric evaluation of Thomas 
Creech, regarding his capacity to understand further prodeedings in his cass. 
He was interviewed by me for a little over thirty minutes in the Ada County 
Jail on 4 February 1976, the report of which follows. 


‘This 25-year-old man stated that he ia scheduled on 5 March to be sentenced 
for the two murders which he was convicted of having committed in November 1974. 
He expecta to be sentenced to be hung to death. 


»hen asked whether he had any present complaints, he said his anû} one is 


trouble sleeping. He gets quite a bit of medication: Talwin 75 mg ^ times 


daily for headaches, Vistaril 100 mg 3 times daily for nervousness, Sinequan 
100 mg and chloral hydrate 2 capaulea for sleep, aud Donnatal 4 times daily 
for ulcers. Specific questioning revealed that he feels some ulcer burning 
now, has had constant headache ainge a jall fight in Wallace last October, 
and has felt depressed ever singe hig wife was crippled in a fall. Ue claima 
to be a little confused all the time, subject to spells of irritability, and 
memory not too good since last year’s pentothal interviews. A review of his 
dietary history and symptoms generally was not indicative of a blood sugar 
problem. 


During the interview, there was no sign of disorganization or psychosia. 
lie waa sensitive and peresptive, appropriate in his answers and quite oalm. 
There vas no outward sign of confusion, irritability or poor memory. He said 
he is "tired of everything" and does not care whether he ia hung or not. He 
showed me poetry he was writing, which waa well-organized though superficial. 


In my opinion, Thomas Creech ia not mentally ill, and I would not apply 
any psychiatric diagnostic label to him. It does not appear that his 1 
condition has changed in recent montha. ile clearly underatands his legal 
situation and the nature of expected further proceedings, Most of the medical 
symptoma of which he complains (trouble sleeping, headaches, confusion, etc.) 
are probably caused by a combination of his situation and his medication, and 
do not in oy opinion indicate mental illness. Hə impresses me as aA person 
who knows what he is deéág, whose acta reflect his own choices. 


Youra sincerely, 


Karl E. Humiston, M.D. 


-licl;- Psychiatric Evaluation Report 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA ds TEN 
FILED 
A M ینہ سمي سے‎ xa P M., ; 0ل‎ 
MARS 1976 
The State of Idaho us S MNA I qp, 
Plaintiff ۱0۳ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
-VS- PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
1 Mary A. Hill زر‎ the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Psychiatric Evaluation Report 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce 0. Robinson | 
Attorney at Law Jind YE ested 
Box 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus / | / ۰ 
Prosecuting Attorney fand deleted 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 0 


Clerk of the District Court ١ 
[elley mm County, Idaho 


By سے‎ e 


-(05- 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ABA VALLEY 


Term 19 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCH 
District Judge 


سس — — 1976 ,3 0198680 سس 


CR VC 2165 


No. 


Date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - 
vs 


tl‏ ہے ہے۔ سک ہے ےید 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 
MURDER 


سس ee‏ سس وب سس ارس سار امس ب ar‏ ا ا لس هاورو ا ا ا سس سي 


Counsel, for State 


Counsel for Defendant 


Appearances: 


Robert Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Bruce O. Robinson 


' Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff, 


١:30 p.m., Time scheduled for hearing on evaluation reports. 


Court and Counsel acknowledged receipt of reports, 


No statement by Counsel for State as to contesting contents of reports. 


Statement by Counsel for Defendant and would not contest findings of 
reports and Counsel informed Court of hand written request from the 


Defendant.contesting report. 


1:40 Court in recess for Counsel to review hand written report. 


٠:۶7 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 
Statement by Counsel for State. 


Statement by Counsel for Defendant. 


Court continued this matter to 9:00 a m., March 25, 1976 for examination of 


Doctors. 
Counsel to procure witnesses. 


Counsel for Defendant renewed his motion to be court appointed counsel. 


Court Minutes 3/5/76 


Court denied motion. 


+305 p.m., Court in recess. 


Reporter: John Gambee  _ _ Approved by: 


Clerk: "— ٥۳۹۹۹۸۹ ——P€— —— RE: 


Dated;  ___ March 5, 1976 — 1 — 


أھے ج سوت ات سس 
س — — سم ت 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT 


OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


هو سس 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff CR. 4 V.C. 2165 
v8. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Subpoena-Cr - 
Filer 5 
Defendant MAR 1 ] 1976 
سس‎ ee ee ت‎ CE —À, EM 
THE STATE OF IDAHO” e e Laur 
To KARL E. HUMISTON, M.D., 1050 Clover Drive, Boise, Idaho 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
ofthe Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada , at the court 
room in the Court House, in ^ Boise in said County, on the — 25th 


dayof March ,19 76. , 8 9:00 o'clock A.M. as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


1976 . 


14 
Given under my hand this C day of March . i 


لها .لب 
Clerk —‏ ۱ 
B areny hatt‏ 
Deputy‏ ۱ 


STATE OF IDAHO, | 
83. 
County of Canyon 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 9tn 


day of March ,1976 ,on DR. KARL E. HUMISTON, 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Ada , by showing the 
original to the receptionist at the office of said witness personally, 
andinforming her of the contents thereof. 

Dated March 9 ,19 76 . 
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sworn, deposes and says: 

That he is, and was on the day when he served the 
annexed papers, a male citizen of the United States, over 
the age of twenty-one (21) years, and is not a party to the 
above-entitled action; that he received the annexed 


SUBPOENA 


in said action on the 9th day of March , 19 76 and 
personally served the same upon DR. KARL E. HUMISTON 


on the 9th day of March , 1976, by delivering to the said 
receptionist at the medical office of 


Dr. Karl E. Humiston , personally, in the County of 


Ada ; a copy of said SUBPOENA 


سس سم m‏ 


and affiant further says that he knows the person so served 


.. Subpoena 
to be the person named in said #askan. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 9th day of 


March 1 19 76. 
/ 3 | / / 
A PL LL کے ہے‎ 
Notary Public for 0 


AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
GARY H. LEW , after being first duly ۱ 
(SEAL) Residence: Nampa, Idaho 


-1,08- Affidavit of Service 


= ATTORNEYS AT LAW = PO. BOX B - NAMPA, IDAHO 63651 سس سس سس‎ 


ROBINSON & JONES, P, A. 
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١ ١ 
IN THE DISI RICT COURT 


OF THE FOURTE JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff CR. #V.C. 2165 
۱ V8. " 
۱ THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Subpoena-Criminal ^ a 
ERLE l 
MAR 1 1 1976 
Defendant PETE rrr Coo ہے‎ : 


۱ B Dang a کی‎ 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 1 


To MICHAEL E. 5558855, M. D., 1471 Shoreline Drive, Suite 119, 
Boise, Idaho a 


= > oodd dips Qe س‎ Rm e mé سے‎ oe وھ‎ 


- sce 
aam sa * Si 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ھا o‏ لہ نف تی e e‏ ثم 


ofthe Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada , at the court 
۱ ۱ 
room in the Court House, in Boise in said County, on the 25th ۱ 
| day of March ,1976 „at 9:00 o'clock A.M.,as a witness in a criminal action 
1 | ۱ 


! prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


= جآ ز× ۱ اعد‎ ILLE IE Scd 


1 
1 امو‎ 
j ۰ 0 76 
1 Given under my hand this day of March ۲ , 19 5 
| SMe. Untehead ص‎ 00-0٤ 
| Clerk l 
! nv م ہے‎ Hiel سس‎ 
۱ Deputy 
1 
^ STATE OF IDAHO, | 
T 85. 
County of Canyon 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 9th 


dayof March ,1976 ,on DR. MICHAEL E. ESTESS 
۱ being the witnesa named in said Subpoena, at the County of Ada: , by showing the | 
original to the receptionist at the medical office of said witness personally, 
۱ : and informing her of the contents thereof. 
1 Dated: March 9 , 1976 
۶۰ EE ۱ 
1 اةء تمه‎ seen 5 اه‎ CM أبس نی سیب‎ 
5 — Mileage... ees $ ۱ 


۲ Subpoena- and Affidavit of Service 
MEET UNA. Cub ad eme سس سب سیب‎ A <  ےےض 6و6 جن کا 111515881 ےہ سے‎ -;-M.-D, سس سوم‎ 


AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
( ss. 
County of Canyon } 
GARY H, LEW ۱ , after being first duly 
Sworn, deposes and says: 
That he is, and was on the day when he served the 
annexed papers, a male citizen of the United States, over 


the age of twenty-one (21) years, and is not a party to the 


above-entitled action; that he received the annexed 


SUBPOENA 


in said action on the برعو‎ day of _ March . 4, 1976, and 
personally served the same upon _ DR. MICHAEL E. ESTESS 


on the 9th day of March , 1976, by delivering to the said 
the receptionist at the medical office 


of Dr. Michael E. Estesa |.  : personally, in the County of 
Ada , a copy of said __ SUBPOEN 


and affiant further says that he knows the person so served 
Subpoena 
to be the person named in said arbor. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 9th day of 


March , 19 76 / 


Public for Idaho‏ سو سر 
(SEAL) Residence: Nampa, Idaho‏ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, ۷ سمش‎ THE COUNTY OF ADA 
R THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI Tem ۱98 — 
DISTRICT JUDGE 


March 25, 1976 
Dats 


COURT MINUTES 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff - 


THOMAS  EUGENE CREECH, 


Nc. V.C... 21.65... 


"uas ہے کے اس‎ Sas mai 


Defendant - 


BEEN aka assai. iL 


Appearances: 


Robert H. Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Lynn Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General 


Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant ye bs in custody of the Sheriff of Ada County for the 
purpose of hearing Sage ae as to evaluation of Defendant by Drs. 
Michael E. Estess and Karl E. Humiston. 


9:10 A.M. Court convened. Counsel and Defendant present as set out above. 


Karl E. Humiston called by Defendant, sworn aud testified. 
Witness excused. 


Michael E. Estess called by Defendant, sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 


9:50fA.M. Court in recess. 

9:55 A.M. Court reconvened. 11ھ‎ Counsel and Defendant present as above, 
Nothing further by way of argument. 

Tape G-65 - 1097 


The Court finds the Defendant does have the capacity to understand the 
proceedings and to assist his Counsel in his defense, 


The Court directed the Prosecuting Attorney to prepare Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and Order. 


In re Defendant's pro se Motion for New Trial: Statement by Mr. Robinson. 
No statement by Defendant, 


Continued on page 2 
March 25, 1976 -1 - 
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State vs Thomas Eugene Creech 


V.C, 2165 
March 25, 1976 
Page 2 


The Court denied Defendant's Motion for New Trial. 


Nothing further from Counsel or Defendant ‘prior to pronouncement of 
Sentence. 


The Court reviewed the case. 


In response to Court, Defendant offered no legal cause why Judgment 
Should not be pronounced, 


The Court advised the Defendant of his right to make a statment prior 
to sentencing. 


The Court finds the Defendant is guilty of Murder in the First Degree, 
Count I and of Murder in the First Degree, Count II as charged in the 
Information and sentenced him to death as provided by statute on 

May 21, 1976. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Sheriff for delivery by him 
to the custody of the State of Idaho Board of Correction. 


10:11 A.M. Court in recess. 


Tape ending 1132. 


Reporter: John Gambee 
Clerk: BFC 
Date: March 25, 1976 


Juge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
V. 
FINDINGS AND ORDER RELATING 
TO DEFENDANT'S ABILITY TO 
UNDERSTAND FURTHER 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, heretofore filed 
a motion for a psychiatric examination and evaluation to deter- 
mine his capacity to understand further proceedings against him 
and on the 20th day of January, 1976, this Court ordered that 
such examination be conducted. Dr. Karl Humiston and Dr. Michael 
Estess, psychiatrists, were appointed by the Court to conduct such 
examinations and report to the Court concerning the nature of the 
examination, a diagnosis of the present mental condition of the 
Defendant including any change since October 21, 1975, and to give 
an opinion as to the capacity of the Defendant to understand 
further proceedings pending in this matter. 

The said medical experts filed their reports with the 
Court and on the 25th day of March, 1976, a hearing was held in 
open court at which time the Defendant, by counsel, was given an 
opportunity to examine the said Dr. Michael Estess and the said 
Dr. Karl Humiston. 

The said psychiatrists having been examined in open 
court, and the Court having considered their written reports 
together with the testimony taken at the hearing of March 25, 
1976, the Court finds as follows: 


l. That the aforesaid psychiatric experts examined 
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the Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, and formed expert opinions 
relating to the Defendant’s present mental condition and his 
capacity to understand the proceedings against him. 

2. Both psychiatrists interviewed the Defendant per- 
sonally at such length as satisfied them that they had the basis 
for a sound medical opinion as to the Defendant's mental condition. 

3. That the Defendant does not presently suffer from 
any mental disease or defect. 

4. That the Defendant has the capacity to understand 
further proceedings pending in this matter and to assist his 
counsel in representing the Defendant. 

5. There is no impediment to imposing sentence upon . 
the Defendant arising out of his mental condition. 

It is therefore ORDERED that the proceedings 
against the Defendant go forth in due and regular course and 
that judgment, sentence and execution of sentence be imposed 
upon the Defendant. 


DATED This ردیل یک‎ of March, 1976. 


Ray Durt 
istrict Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, ۱ 
CASE NO. 2165 


Ve 
ORDER DENYING NEW TRIAL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, having filed 
on the 5th day of March, 1976, a motion pro se, for a new trial, 
the Court considered the motion in open court on the 24th day 
of March, 1976. The Defendant was present in person and by 
counsel, Bruce O. Robinson, and the State was — Á by 
Robert H. enims Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County and 
Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the State of Idaho. 

The Court concluded that the Defendant's motion for a 
new trial should be denied without prejudice for the reason that 
the Defendant did not set forth sufficient grounds for a new trial 
in his motion, no specific showing having been made of the 
existence of any ground which would afford a basis for new trial. 
Moreover, the Defendant has heretofore filed notices of appeal 
relating to this case and would not be entitled to an order for 
new trial until the disposition of such appeals. 

It is therefore ORDERED that the Defendant's motion 
for new trial be denied. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 


District Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 


V.a 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The Prosecuting Attorney with the Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, and his counsel, Bruce Robinson, came into Court 
in Boise, Ada County, Idaho, on the 25th day of esas, 1976. 

The Defendant was duly informed by the Court as 
follows: 

The Defendant was advised of the nature of the 
information filed against him for the crime of murder in the 
first degree on two counts committed on or about the 4th day of 
November, 1974; of his arraignment on December 4, 1974 and of 
the continuation thereof until January 8, 1975, for the entry 
of this plea; of his appearance with the Public Defender of 
Valley County, Idaho, as his attorney on the said 8th day of 
January, 1975, and his entry of a plea of "not guilty to two 
counts of murder in the first degree"; of the commencement of 
his trial at Cascade, Valley County, Idaho, on the 20th day of 
May, 1975, and of his Motion for Change of Venue on the 21st 
day of May, 1975, and of the Order of this Court made May 22, 
1975, granting such Motion for Change of Venue; of the Order 
entered June 18, 1975, pursuant to hearing on June 4, 1975, 
granting his Motion for Change of Attorney and of his selection 


of Bruce Robinson as his attorney herein; of the hearing on 
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July 10, 1975, for change of venue to Shoshone County and the 
entry of an Order therefore on the 14th day of July, 1975; of 
the hearing on August 14, 1975, pursuant to Stipulation, whereat 
the trial was set for October 6, 1975 in Shoshone County, Idaho; 
that such trial commenced October 6, 1975, and that on October 22, 
1975, a verdict of guilty to two counts of murder in the first 
degree was returned; the Defendant was advised that every person 
found guilty of murder in the first degree shall suffer death. 

The Defendant was then asked if he had any statement 
to make before sentence was pronounced to which he replied that 
he had none. The Defendant was then asked if he had any legal 
cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced against 
him to which he replied that he had none.  Thereupon the Court 
renders its judgment: That whereas the said Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, having been duly convicted in this Court of the 
crime of two counts of murder in the first degree, 

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that 
the said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty of the crime 
of murder in the first degree upon two counts and as punishment 
therefore he shall upon each count suffer death in the manner 
provided by the statutes of the State of Idaho on the 21st day 
of May, 1976. 

The Defendant was then remanded to the custody of the 
Sheriff of the County of Ada, State of Idaho, to be delivered 
by him into the custody of the Director of the State Board of 
Corrections, State of Idaho, for execution of such sentence. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 


Dis 
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The State ot Idaho 
Plaintiff 


-VS- 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant 


3 Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


A 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States rnail, ore copy of the FINDINGS AND ORDER RELATING Té 


DEF'S ABILITY TO UNDERSTAND FURTHER PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM, ORDER DENYING 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


. 0D, 


Clerk of the District Court 
[A Mey ne County, Idaho 


Clerk‏ ۷ 07ت 


ah 1:81 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce 0. Robinson . 
Attonrey at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 1 


MsVictoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


ROBINSON 

Attorneys 

P. O: Box TNT i 

Namga; IGaho 83651 FILED 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


2 * * * Xx à 

o 
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+ STATE OF IDAHO, ) 

a ) Case No. 2165 

£ Plaintiff, ) 

n. 

= ) 

x سے اي‎ ) APPLICATION FOR REPORTFR'S 
) TRANSCRIPT 

© THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 

0 ) 

98 Defendant. ) 

d ) 

5 ۱ 

= 

* TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 

l- 

p COMES NOW the Defendant in the above-entitled action 
> 

لیا 

z and respectfully represents to the Court that he has appealed 
0 

r 

„u to the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho from the Judgment 

i Made and entered in the above-entitled Court and cause on or 

a: 

4 about the 25th day of March , 1976, and for the purpose 
z 

6 5 = E 
j- of said appeal hereby applies to the Court for an Order directing 
zZ 

9 the court reporter reporting the trial. of said cause to have 

z 

8 prepared a transcrivt of the record of the evidence and all 


proceedings had on said trial. 


v^ 
DATED this 29 Cay of March, 1976. 
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2۸ ۲0۵۳1۱۵۲9 at Law MEI. وسممے سی‎ ii 
P. O, Box B FIL EI 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 Bde unc FM سے‎ 
Phone: 666-9284 APRA EFS 


IN TEE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


KK £ FA ck 


SLATE OF IDAHO, i 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintittr, 
PRAECIPIE 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLEU COURT: 

Tne Defendant, above named, having appealed to the 
Supreme Court of the State of Idaho from that certain Judgment 
rade and entered in the above-entitled court and cause on or 
about the 25th day of March , 1976, Hereby requeats that 


you prepare a transcript for use on said appeal consisting of 


‘the Judgment Roll and all papers constituting the same and includ 


inc the following: 

1. All pleadings and files in the above-entitled action 
ail rinstes of thé court, the transcript of the entire record 
ION the date of the Defendant's first arraignment on Nevember 9, 


1974, up to and includine the court appearance for sentencing 


on March 25, 1976, and any and all other oleadinas on file in 


2, All exhibits admitted, and all exhibits offered 


hut sot adpmittedüd in the rrlsl شاد‎ this acElou. 
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ROBINSON & JONES, PL A, 
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هج ي 


E 


The Judgment made and entered herein on or about 


Cn 


This Praecipe, and Order for Transcript of Pro- 


T^ 
Dated this 29 day of March, 1976, 


Counsel شس نے‎ z 


| PPBECIPF 
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Supreme Court 18.2 nett 


Case No. 2165 


ORDER EXTENDING TIME FOR 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT ON 
APPEAL 


E سے‎ 


d gi ۱ 
ا نے سو‎ l 
District Judge 


V 


Order Extending Time for Reporters 
Transcript on App@al - 
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DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY ظط ہو‎ 


Lo AC سےا‎ ee ee di d 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 
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Good cause being shown therefore, it is hereby ordered 
that the Official Reporter of the above-entitled court, have 
an additional ninety (90) days to complete the transcript on 
appeal in the above-entitled matter. 


و 
day of July, 1976.‏ 2 ر Dated this‏ 


29 


30 


wa "E P. M. 


APR1 1978 
aJ: LA x 


ROSI USOA A 

at Law‏ وت ہکا ات وب یہ لے 
P. C. Box d‏ 

Mampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


Case No. 2165 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


٭ گت ٭ * x‏ 


ص ل س 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
سوںہ‎ 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant, 


I hereby certify that I mailed true and correct copies 


Deputy Attorney 


PEMAKLUS, Prosecut- 


TFOMAS, 


anc ROBEPT H. 


of the followina documents to LYNN A. 


General for the State of Idaho, 


inc Attorney for Valley County, at Cascade, Idaho, Counsel for 


Plaintiff, this aq" day of March, 1976, by recistered mail 
= ۳ sie ۳ F DX ix p 


with postage prepaid thereon: 


Notice of 1 


Application for Reporter's Transcript 


976. 


Certificate of Mailing 


Order for Reporter's Transcript 


Praecipe 


J 
Dated this 29 day of larch, 1 
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IZ DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP VALLEY 
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STATE OF IDAEO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

-YS MOTION FOR STAY OF FZECUTION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW the Defendant, TEOMAS EUGENE CREECH, by 
and through his counsel of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Fsq., of 
the law firm of ROBINSON & JONES, P. A., Nampa, Idaho, and 
hereby moves the court for an order staying the execution of 
the judgment entered on the 25th day of March, 1976, pending 
appeal of the same. 

Said motion is made and based on the Notice of Appeal 
filed concurrently herewith, and the pleadings, records and 

avers on file herein. 


- —— 


+ 
Dated this 24 day of March, 1976. 


we 
1۱0۳1 وه‎ > 


BRUSE” OL 10 
"Coünsel 51-49 fendant 


UGIIQT FOR STAY OF PXECUTION 
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ee: ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 
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SONHINSON £ JONES, FPA 

sMitorneéeys at Law 

P, O. Box 8 E dM ,76بچئبے‎ 

"ampa, Idano 83651 FILED 

بيو 8ل Phone: 465-9284 did‏ 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

-VS- HOTICE OF APPEAL 
TrEORNAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


”سی“ رر ےہ ےا e‏ ی اس ےک ا 
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The Clerk of the above-captioned Court; the Plaintiff 
STATE OF IDAPO, and its counsel of record, LYNN A, 
THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, State of Idaho, and 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney for Valley 
County, State of Idaho. 

YOU, AND FACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that 
the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CRFFCH, does hereby appeal to 

the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho, from that certain 
Judgment made and entered in the above-entitled court and cause 
on or about the 25th day of March, 1976. 


This eppeal is taken from the whole of said Judgment 


and is taken on questions of both fact and law. 


سس 
ny ; ;‏ 


* 
V ABUCF گڑھ‎ INS 


Counsel for Dörte 
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BOSINSON & JONES, P.A. 


Attorneys at Law 
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IN THE DiSTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


x يذ‎ k * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case Ho. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

-VS- ORDER FOP PFPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The Defendant in the above-entitled action having 
made application in proper form for an Order for Peporter's 
™ranscript of the evidence and proceedings had upon trial in 


tne above-entitled action, and good cause appearing therefor; 


NAMPA, IDAHO 63651‏ ۔ ATTORNEYS AT LAW - P.O, BOX B‏ ۔ 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the court reporter in the 
. 26 
above-entitled cause on or before ds (99 days from date 
hereof prepare and lodge in the manner required by law and the 


rules of the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho a transcript 


ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 


of the testimony and proceedings had in the above-entitled court 


and cause upon the trial thereof. 


ORDER POR REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case Ho. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
-VS- CRDPFR STAYING EXECUTION 
THOMAS FUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


Hc — uu‏ سی gel‏ سب س 


A Motion for an order staying execution of the judgrent 
neretofore entered in the ahove-entitled action having heen made 
ùy the Defendant, and the court being fully advised in the preris- 
es, and good cause appearing therefor; 

IT IS EEREBY ORDEPED and this does hereby ORDER that 
Said motion be, and the same is hereby, Granted, and that the 
execution of the judgment entered on the 25th day of March, 1976, 


re, and the same is hereby, stayed until further order of this 


Dated this Er day of pes y KILO 


ET SCALING EXFSEQUTIOM 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, Criminal No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
vs. RECEIPT FOR EXHIBITS 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 
The undersigned JOHN W. GAMBEE, official court reporter 
for the Honorable J. Ray Durtschi, one of the Judges of the 
above entitled Court, and the reporter who reported all of 
the proceedings in the above entitled matter, does hereby 
Specifically acknowledge receipt from Derold E. Lynskey, 
Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, of all of the exhibits, 
whether introduced into evidence or not, described in the 
list of State's Exhibits and described in the list of Defendant's 
Exhibits, attached hereto and by reference made a part hereof 
as if fully setforth at length herein. 
Dated this اد گر‎ A aay of April, 1976. 


LAM. ۱۳۳ ne 
JOHN W. GAMBEE ۴ 


Official District Court Reporter 
Ada County Courthouse 
Boise, Idaho 
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| IN TIE DISTALCT COURT OF THe FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
21 Tug STATS OF LDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP SHOSHONE 
3 
4 
5 | THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. 9701 
| ) 
6 Plaintiff, ) 
) ; 
T vs. ( ORDER CORRECTING RECORD 
۱ ) 
8 | THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) m یئ هن‎ 
) FILED 
9 | Defendant. ) و ہے وار ۰۴م‎ 
APR2 8,6 
10 | 
B تساه‎ * 
12| TO: THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE COUNTY 
OF SHOSHONE 
13 
14 
15 Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 36, you are hereby ordered 
16 | in the above entitled case as follows: 
17 l. To correct the caption on all papers and pleadings 
18 filed since the Order changing venue in this matter to show 
19| the Court to be the District Court of the First Judicial 
20| District in and for the County of Shosnone where the Court is 
21| otherwise designated. 
22 2. To file nun pro tunc in Shoshone County all papers 
29 | and pleadings filed in Valley County since the Order changing 
24 | venue in this matter as of the date said papers were filed 


matter to 


District 


25 | in Valley County. 


26 3. To correct all orders directed to the Clerk of the 
27 | District Court in and for Valley County in connection with 
xd the preparation of the record on appeal in this 

" show that they are directed to the Clerk of the 

90, Court in and for Shoshone County. 


| 0چ‎ ۱ Pianta eg Gates Scie aig ee 


Order Correcting Record 


STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF فد‎ 
23. 
۱5 اط بے ی سس‎ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 


PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d), and 55 
(BRI TROP, 


Tne State of Idaho 
Plaintiff 
جرف‎ 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


BM لت هو وا ور دا‎ WE ہے سے سے‎ Se 
Defendant 
I, Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Letter & Order Correcting Record 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


Clerk of the District Court 
teh County, Idaho 


سس hele‏ ہت زا 
Depwty Clerk‏ 


Cert of Mailing Order Correcting Record 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P. O: Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade, Idaho 1 


MsVictorial White 

Clerk of the District Court 
Fz. O Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Lyan Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idano 83720 
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WAYNE .ا‎ ۱ i =j 
Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
Statehouse, Room 210 — 
Boise, Idaho 83720 


Telephone: (208) 384-2400 


LYNN E. THOMAS 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF IDAHO 


Ien‏ س ےہ ت لد a 0 M 9 — — MÀ‏ لے 


سپ ویر روحم 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE‏ س۔بوع٭سووٹر IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE‏ 


SA me, =‏ ےی کے 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF YEY,‏ 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 22165 


Ve 
NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ےہ سے سے _ ےنا ilb ll‏ اس 


TO: The Clerk of the above-captioned Court, the Defendant, 5 
EUGENE CREECH, and to his attorney, Bruce 0. Robinson. 


YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the State 
of Idaho, Plaintiff, does hereby cross appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the State of Idaho from the following rulings relating to the 
receipt of evidence and other matters occurring during the trial 
of the above-captioned matter: ۱ 

(1) From the ruling of the trial court rejecting the testimony 
of Gene Hilby during the State's case in chief; 

(2) From the ruling of the trial court rejecting the testimony 
of Joe Carl Adams during the State's case in chief; 

(3) From the ruling of the trial court excluding admissions 
and confessions of the Defendant from evidence in the State's case 
in chief; 

(4) From the ruling of the trial court denying Plaintiff's 
motion to permit the prosecution to ask leading questions of the 


witness Carol Spaulding; 
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| (5) From the ruling of the trial court denying the State's | 
` Motion in Limone. | 
e 
| DATED This 23 day o£ April, 1976. 
4 
Respectfully submitted, 
E 
aJ 
WAYNE L. KIDWELL 
6 ATTORNEY GENERAL 
7 
1 
9 
Deputy Attorney General 
10; State of Idaho 
12 d 
۱ I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have this ك9‎ day Of April, 1976, 
LS ۱ 
| served a true and correct copy of the above NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL, 
14; 
|by placing a copy in the United States mail, postage prepaid, and 
15! 
| addressed to Mr. Bruce O. Robinson, Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 8, 
l6: 


Nampa, Idaho 83651, counsel for Defendant. 


17 
18 P E 2 
NAA AMAN. | ۱ 
LYNN (E. HOMAS 


Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


WAYNE L. KIDWELL 
ار‎ ۷ 1 ۱۷ ۳۷ ۱ ۲۷۲ GUNLIIAL 
STATE OF ۵ 
STATCHOUSU, ROOM 225 
DOISU, IDAHO 03720 
TELEPHONC: [208] 384-2400 
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Ers T 
OF THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE Reser JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


Sh ash o e 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 


STATEMENT OF CONVICTION 
OF MURDER 


Vv. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


TO: THE HONORABLE CECIL D. ANDRUS, GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO. 


GREETING: 

Pursuant to Idaho Code, section 19-2706, you are advised 
that on the 22nd day of October, 1975, at Wallace, Shoshone 
County, Idaho, Thomas Eugene Creech was found guilty by a jury 


of the offense of murder in the first degree, two counts. 


Judgment of conviction was given on the 24th day of March, 1976, 
at Boise, Idaho. This District Court has imposed on the 
Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, the sentence of death, as re- 
quired by the laws of the State of Idaho, to be carried out at 
the Idaho State Correctional Institution on the 21st day of 

May, 1976. 

The testimony given at trial shows that Thomas Eugene 
Creech killed Edward Thomas Arnold and John Wayne Bradford in 
Valley County, Idaho, on or about the 4th day of November, 1974, 
by shooting them to death with a handgun. The testimony taken 
at trial further shows that the killings were attended by 
premeditation and malice aforethought and that they were not 
legally justified. There was also testimony that the Defendant, 
Thomas Eugene Creech, was mentally competent to stand trial 


and that the offenses were not the product of mental disease 


-39ر[- 
Statement of Conviction of Murder‏ 


or defect and that the Defendant was not insane within the 
meaning of the law when the crimes were committed. The 
Defendant testified and denied committing the crimes charged 
but was contradicted by substantial competent evidence. 

A copy of the judgment of the court is transmitted 


herewith. 


[ra 
DATED This SÛ day of Ec. 1976. 


. RAY DUZTSCHI | 1 


District Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


PO. 
FILED 
ادير‎ anaa 9 009۰ 
The State of Idaho MAY 5 1976 ,. 
Plaintiff I AN, a 6 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
-VS- PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) 1807: 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
I, Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


(JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
(STATEMENT OF CONVICTION OF MURDER - Governor Cecil D. Andrus 


NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL - COUNSEL 
as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 


EP. 0. B 8 


Robert Remaxlus ۱ 


Valley County 
Cascade, Idaho 1 


Lynn Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 


Statehouse 
Boise, Idaho 83720 


Honorable Cecil D. Andrus 
Governon of the State of Idaho JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 


Clerk of the District Court 
وفصسوحوجستب‎ Idaho 


By “ae | 2 ۳ 
Dep^ty Clerk 


Certificate of Mailing Statement of‏ -1بایا- 
conviction of Murder‏ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF I? ون‎ 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


nt 


E di 1 
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THE STATE OF IDAEO, Case No. 9701 
Plaintiff, 

VS. ORDER CORRECTING RECORD 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


TO: THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR THE COUNTY 
OF SHOSHONE 


Pursuant to Idano Criminal Rule 36, you are hereby ordered 
in the above entitled case as follows: 

1. To correct the caption on all papers and pleadings 
filed since the Order changing venue in this matter to show 
the Court to be the District Court of the First Judicial 
District in and for the County of Shoshone where the Court is 
otherwise designated. 

2. To file nun pro tunc in Shoshone County all papers 
and pleadings filed in Valley County since the Order changing 
venue in this matter as of the date said papers were filed 
in Valley County. 

3. To correct all orders directed to the Clerk of the 
District Court in and for Valley County in connection with 
the preparation of the record on appeal in this matter to 
snow that they are directed to the Clerk of the District 


Court in and for Shoshone County. 


Order Correcting Record‏ -2اراہ 


1} 
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| 

| 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
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Order Correcting Record 


-hh3- 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA VALLEY 


9 
FILED 
AM سرت‎ BoA 


HAY 14 1976 


Thé State of Idaho p.m 
bU و‎ M áÀ— E, sé 7 ہت‎ 
Plaintiff / 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
S: PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d); and 55 
(b) (1) I.R.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
l, Mary A. Nill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


ORIGINAL FILE 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


9 9 UGK NS ایر‎ 
Clerk of the District Court 
RXXCounty, Idaho 


By 32 24 ik Pr tk 2 
Députy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


J, RAY DUA?SCEI Fall 75 
ا‎ Ie 2 as a ب ص ریت عم سے جص‎ 80844. 2 53 Term 19  ۔‎ 
District Judge و‎ 
ohn Canoes _ € On? Hunored Ninestieth (۳ 
ت3‎ ۳۲× Judicial Dey 

October 3, 1975 10:05 a.m. Wallace | ks 
Date Tims Place 


Docket No... 9701 . 


APPEARANCES: 
STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff 


P 


Robert Remaklus & Lynn Thomas 


vs. For Plaintiff — — 
THOMAS BUGENS CRE HR 
Defendant Bruce Robinson 
For Defendant 


— 


Subject of Proceeding: MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE 
BE IT KNOWN, that the following proceedings were had, to-wit: 


This hearing is on a Motion to Suppress evidence of the statement of 
Nov. 8, 197}. There is no Affidavit supporting Motion the defendant will 
bo called to submit evidence in support of this Motion. 

jr. Robison made statement that there are two parts to this 0 

1. All investigation ‘reports, statements by the defendant and Carol 
Spaulding. He claims that tne defendant was under the influence of drugs 
at Mountain Home, and not full consent; not in right mind, and not under- 
standing the miranda warning given to him. He does not believe that the 
defendant was in command of full faculties to make a statment at that time. 

2. That this statement is highly prejudicial to defendant, as it 
refers to out of state involvments and also in-state involvments. Mr. 
Robinson feels that at least a part of this statement 55011103 be suvvreésed. 

The court stated that his concern is that nothing prejudicial be 
revorted to the paper until the jury is selected. He advised all that 
there is an Order entered regarding publicity. 

Mr. Robinson said that ho is satisfied that all present in court are 
qualified to remain. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he has had no affidavit to go on and asks the 
court for a continuante to get other witnesses. 

Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech was called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Robinson. He said that he was apprehended in this matter on 
nov. 8, 197h. Ze was born on Aug. 9, 1950, being 2l years of age. Hs has 
used most drugs, some of which were marijuana, cocain, speed and LSD, also 
window vane (acid). He took drugs just before his arrest in this matter. 
He feels that z»is effected his mental condition and spaced him out. He 
can remember being in two different jails and can identify some of the 
people he talzed to, such as Mr. Maxwell anB Wes Woodall,cant't remember 
anyone else, nor can he remember just what fe was told or what he said. 
Ee thinks thas ne was given miranda warning He has read the statemant, 
and recalls some of it but not all of it, sbmeone else wrote it down 
while he was zalking. He is not sure that be read the statement after 
it was made anc vaat he signed it. 

Mp. Robinson asked the defendant to wr 
as his simstars, 


Defendants E it A (signature) marked. 


/ چس مر 
M AME al Ap‏ .بو Fi esr T‏ 
A ۱ Deputy Clerk »‏ 


of pages. -hh5- as 


to nis full name that he وود‎ 
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IM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


Plaintiff | Dockel No... I 


Ys. 


THOMAS EUGENE CRESCH Defendant ۱ October 3, 19/5 


رد یں ہے یتسہ a‏ — ےت س 


(CONTINUED) 
Defendant testified that his signature is not always the same. 
He was asked if page 2 of the statment, if that was his signature. 
Defendant said that he was not sure of page 2 nor page 3, but said 
that the signature on page وبا‎ 5, 6 and 7 were not his. 


Defendants Exhibit B ( photo copy statment 11/8/7h) marked. 


Mr. Robinson asked the defendant when he felt that he was in control 
o? his full facutties? 

Defendant said after Thangsgiving at the Ada County Jail. He does 
remember some things that happened before that time. Visits from different 
police officers. He was on meditation at that time. After Dec. 2h, 1974 
he recalls most events. On Nov. 8, 197) he was not able to understand 
what was told him nor to give correct responses. He thinks that his rights 
were given to him, but he does not know how he responded to them. 

Mr. Remaklus cross examined the defendant. He asked if he was denying 
that he signed the voluntary statement. 

Defendant said that it looked like his signature, but did not remember. 

He was asked where he was on Nov. 7, 1974? 

Defendant said he was in Boise, Idaho with Carol Spaulding, Jim Marsh 
and another kid. He does not know how long he was in Boise, he did do 
Some target practicing, does not remember just who was there. l 

He said that he and Carol were picked up at a rest stop, lateat night 
by Steven Rivers. No one was with Rivers when he picked them up. They 
asked Mr. Rivers for a ride, but he does not remember who was driving when 
they left the rest stop. 

He was asked if he had acid with him in Lewiston, Idaho? 

He Said that he did, that he used it alot. 

He wes esked about his arrest at Glenn Ferry? 

Defendant said that he does not remember much of this, except that 
there was a shot gun and that made him nervous. He said that he had taken 
acid just before the officers stopped the car. 

He was asked about making tho statement the next afternoon after his 
arrest? 

Defendant said the statement was made to Jim Maxwell and Wes Woodall, 
that Mr. Woodall was thereall the time. He remembers being hand cuffed 
to Mr. Maxwell, but does not know just where he was. He is not sure that 
the statement is his. He has seen a copy of statement before, and the 
initials TEC are his but he is not sure that he put them on the statement. 
The signaute could be his but he is not sure. He remembers the topic and 
questioning about double murder and armed robbery. Mr. Remaklus read 
some of the statement facts to defendant. He said tnat he is not denying 
that he Signed the statement but is not sure that it is his signature, 

He said that ne felt tnat the time of day on statment was correct as it 
was. taken in tne day tine. 

Court recessed 11:00 ۰ 


OD 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 
STATS OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff | Docket Noa JTO — - - 70 
VE; 
THOMAS BUG CREISE 
Defendant ۳ سسسب موی‎ 
ES REDE I. 0 N NTINLU JED) = EI AAAA — 


Court reconvened 11:10 a.m. 

Mr. Remaklus continued examining the defendant. He asked if he 
made the statement on page 1, that Wayne tried to rape Carol, 

Defendent said that he was not sure. 


State's Exhibit 1 (poem) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


He Was asked about a conversation with Bud Mason? 

Defendant said he did talk to Mr. Mason , but not sure what he told 
hin 

Mp. Robinson re direct examined the defendant regarding his talking 
with Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Woodall. 

He was asked when the poem, States Exhibit 1, was writtenand was his 
mind clear then? He answered that it was on May 22, 1975, the day of 
the mis-trial. 

Witness excused. 

Mr. Robinson said that there was nothing further. 


George Menzik, Glenns Ferry Police Officer, called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. He presented testimony as to his schooling and 
expierence in drug matters. On Nov, 8, 197l he was not on duty but was 
called unexpectedly by Officer Hill to assist in arrest. . This call came 
about 2:15 a.m.. He told what happened after meeting Officer Hill and 
the arrest of defendant and Carol Spaulding. He described the manner in 
which Miranda Warnings given, and that the defendants nodded yes with their 
head when asked if they understood rights. He told of finding black bag 
in the Rivers car, with a weapon in it, he also found knife. He found 
no bottles or containers in which drugs were. He told about going to tne 
police station, the appearance of defendant was blood-shot eyes, he seemed 
to be coherent, he was nervous, but had no trouble speaking or answering 
questions put to him. He first said that his name was Tommy Tunner at 
the Glenn Ferry station. From there the defendant and Spaulding were taken 
to Mountain Home, also Mr. Rivers. He said that he could hear the Defendant 
and Miss Spaulding taling in back of car on way to Mt. Home, but could 
not hear what was being said. After their arrival at Mountain Home 
Dective Freeman and Mr. Hill went upstairs with the defendant, he went with 
carolSnauldins and tr. Rivers down stairs, he had no more to do with the 
defendant, Es described the appearance of the defendant about the same 
as his ون يت‎ today. 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined tne witness regarding the appearance 
of defendnnt, and if he appeared to be on hard drugs? He said that he 
would not say defendant was spaced out on drugs at the time of arrest. 

He again told o? the arrest of defendant, Miss Spaulding and Mr. Rivers. 
He said tnat it was his opinion that defendant was not under the influence 
of drugs. | 

Witness was excused. 

Jaci rreeman, Mountain Home was called, sworn and direct examined by 

Approved; ۱ 
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LN THE DISTRICT GOURT OF THE. FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRIGT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


8 Plaintiff Docket No. 9TOl |  . 


YS, 
THOMAS EUGZNE CIssCH Oct. 3, 1975 
Defendant  , "ee venei 


(CONTINUED) 


Mr. Remaklus. He said that he was a detective employed by the Sheriffs 
Dept. of Elmore Co.. He gave past expierence and schooling. He said that 
it was his duty in Mountain Home to see to drug enforcement, investigation 
of felonies and to enforce the drug laws through out the entire state. 
He stated that he knew the effect that LSD and other drugs had on people, 
he has seen these symptoms in his work, | 

He said that he was called to Glenns Ferry when the defendant was 
arrested. He was able to observe the defendant there, and he acted like 
any normal person that had been arrested. He said that he rode in the 
car to Mountain Home with the defendant and Miss Spaulding. They talked 
but he couldn't hear what was being said. 0 

At Mountain Home he said that he gave the defendant the Miranda . 
Warning, and then presented each of the defendants with a Notice of Righs 
and a Waiver. These waivers have fia place for signature and place for 
two witnesses. 


State's Exhibit No. 2 ( Notification of rights) marked, identified, offered 
and admitted. m 

He said that the initials of T.T. were placed on the sheet (ex #2) by the 
defendant, Creech, as his name had been given as Tom Turner at first. 

The witnesses were Mr. Monzik and Mr. Freeman. This was done at about 

۱۱:17 a.m. at Mountain Home. 

Court recessed for Noon. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 

Jack Freeman took the witness stand again and examination continued 
by Mr. Remaklus, 

State's Exhibit #2 was offered and admitéed. 

Mp, Remaklus examined Mr. Freeman regarding his trip to Mountain Home, the 
appearance and conduct of both the defendant, Mr. Creech and Hiss Spaulding. 
He said that the defendants person had been searched at Mountain Home and 
that they had looked for track marks ( marks left by needles) on defendant 
but found nothing but a couple old ones, nothing fresh. He felt that the 
actions of the defendant were normal. He said that he examined the clothing 
took from the defendant and found no drugs. He did not feel that the 
defendant was on drugs, he was just nervous, His conduct was much the sane 
as today, only defendant is not as nervous here in court at this time but 
his facial features and manner of speech is the same. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness. He asked about the defendant 
action when arrested? Mr. Freeman said that the speaking of the defendant 
is a little slower in court today, and he is not as 2282901135. Mr. Freeman 
related what happened the night defendant arrested. He said that tno 
defendant first identified himself as Joe Adams, he produced drivers 
license for that person, then he changed it to Tom Turner and later to 
Thomas Creecn. Es described wnat happened at Mountain Home, 

He said that he examinsd the defendant at Mountain Homes. He also 
observed “iss Spaulding. He said that :4153 Spaulding could hava been 
on some kind of drugs, as there was AN Approved: xtreme emotional change. 
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IA THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL; DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


Plaintiff | Dodkei No NU 


Oct. 3, 19715. 


TEOMAS EUGENE CRESOH Viefenqunt | à — 
" © 


(CONTINUED) = 
3ۃ‎ said that Mr. Creech and Miss Spaulding were separated at Mountain Home, 
Fe said that there had been a written report of that contact with defendant, 
he had written the report the following day from his notes. He told that 
the car of Mr. Rivers had been searched made by Mr. Maxwell. He said that 
taney had found approximately 11 rolled marijuana cigaressetin a metal: box, 
some white tadlests, but they were not a controlled substance, in the 
trunk of the car were two yellow envelopes containing rolled marijuana 
cigarettes., a pipe marijuana, medical books, some LSD. He said that he 
Gid question Mr. Rivers one time, but never saw him again. 

Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined jf. Freeman regarding the stories 
thas defendant Creech and Spaulding told? Mr. Freeman-said that defendant 
said he left Spokane, Wn after seeing tho fair, on Monday and hitch hiked 
vo Boise via western Ore., getting | ride. iss Spaulding said that they 
had three rides and stopped at Lewiston on the way to Boise, from there on 
the only town she remembered going througn was Grangeville. 

Mr. Freeman was excused. 

The court told Mr. Freeman that both counsels wanted copies of tha 
report. 

Martin J. Maxwell, Valley County, was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Thomas He gave qualifications and schooling. He said 
that he was present during the statment that defendant gave in Mountain 
Home on Nov. 8, 197l. He observed defendant, he was nervous but normal. 
His speech was clear but sometimes he spoke very low. During their 
conversation they gave him & cigarette and he calmed down. He answered 
all questions without hesitation. He said that he has observed people 
under the influence of drugs and people on LSD and the defendant did not 
appear to be under the influence of drugs to him. He said that he was 
with officers waen defendant was transported from if[ountain Home to Cascade, 
Valley County, He said that the defendant rode between him and Bud Mason 
in the back seat of the car. There was very little conversation with the 
defendant on that ride. Defendant conversed with Miss Spaulding, who was 
sitting in the front seat. Defendant did call attention to the spot where 
victims car was found. There was nothing unusual in conversation, just 
casual conversation. He said that the defendant did ask him to watch for 
someone in a black vehicle who might cause him trouble, that about 16 miles 
south of Cascasea vehicle passed them and it back fired and the defendant 
oecame upset, i 

Mr, Robinson cross examined Mír. Maxwell. He said that he was not 
in the room during all the statement of defendant. He saw him at the 
Police Station. He also went with Carol Spaulding for arraignment, hs 
was with defendant on the ride back to Cascade Co.. He related the 
happenings o? trip back to Cascade. He said that he observed that the 
defendant was neryous, but calmed down after he wa3 given a cigarette. 
Defendant was not on any medication that he knew of. He said that he saw 
tne voluntary statment made by defendant befors he left for Cascade. 

Courts recas3ed 2:30 p.m. 


Approved: بر‎ 
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(CONTINUED) 

Court reconysned 2:15 p.m. 

Mr. Robinson continued to cross examine Mr. Maxwell, he asked if he 
ever noticed the defendant freaking out? ۱ 

He said that he did not. 

Mr. Thomas re-direct examined Mr. Maxwell, he asked when he first 
heard the name of Rick mentioned? He said that this was on the ride ‘to 
Boise, Idaho. He said that Rick and Jim was arrested Nov. 2h, 197k. 
zo said that the defendant asked for help during presenteat Mountain Home, 
but he assumed help was for the situation he was in, not drugs. 

Witness excused. 

Wesley L. Woodall, Post Falls, Ida., was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is a State of {idaho investigator 
on liquor laws and criminal investigations. He gave his expierence and 
schooling. He said that on Nov. Û, 1 971 he was working out of Weiser, Ida.. 
went to the Hountain Home City Police Jail with officer Hill and Hr. 
Maxwell. He was present during the vea voluntary statement of defendant. 
He said that he gave the defendant rights in Mountain Home prior to his 
conversation with defendant. He said tmt the defendant responded "yes" 
` to his answswers to questions on Miranda Warning. He said that all the 
printing at the top of page on statement, page ] was done by him. He 
began taking statment about 2 p.m.. He described the proceedure used in 
taking statement. He filled out the top of form and read it to defendant. 
He told the defendant that anytime he wanted to stop to tell him. When 
the defendant answered a question he wrote it down, the defendant talked 
faster than he could get it down so left some blanks. Mr. Hill was there 
at all times and Mr. Maxwell came in but left durig session. It took 
about 2 hours for statment. During the statment he observed the defendants 
conduct. he was excited and upset, but speech was clear and his recollection 
unbelbvably good, his appearance was basically same as now, his eyes were 
blood shot, he was tanner and heave a little heavier, The signature at 
the bottom of each page was offered by defendant and the initials TEC 
by each correction or when ommission made. The defendant read the statment 
and when any change was made he asked for it and then he would initial it, 
all the pages were checked with the defendant and the defendant then signed 


all the. pages. He said that the signature were witnessed by himself and 
Mr. Hill, who was present all the time. After:ithe statment he drove tne 
car that transvorted defendant from Mountain Home to Cascade. His last 
contact with defendant was Nov. Û, 197h. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined li». Woodall. He said that the statement 
was not taped. He said that defendant was visably shaken when he related 
killing tw» men, he was almost in tears. Statement was reduced to written 
form. Most oi the statement jugt cama from defendant, without questions, 
He said that first defendant identified himself as Joe Adams, then fom 
Turner then sayə his true name as Thomas Eugene vreech, 

Ho told about derendant telling about Wayne having knife. That when 
Carol got out of car he snot tne driver one time, the man in ths back seat 
had knife so he shot hin three times in Approved: tha face. 
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(CONTINUED) ۱ 
4r. Woodall enswered that he had read the reports of other officers, and 
ho felt that the reports were accurate. He was asked if he knew of anything 
regarding the defendant going into convulsions or freaking out? He said 
that he did not. Mr. Woodall said that he did ask for a doctor when in 
the Valley County Jail, he wanted medication, but that he did not feel 

that it was something to do with any drug problem @r withdrawal or anything 
that needed izaediate treatment. It did not appear to him that the defendant 
was on any drugs, he was nervous but this was natural. 

Mr. Remaklus asked if after the statement was taken and wrote down, 
ir they went through it with defendant and corrected it and if defendant 
initialed each correction or ommission? Mr. Woodall answered that they 
had done this. 

Mr. Remaklus asked for a continuance in order that he can get more 
testimony to meet evidence given here, as he had no affidavit to prepare 
for this. 

Court recessed 3:30 p.m. 

Court reconvensd 3:45 p.m. 

Mr. Remaklus stated that there was nothing 6158 to come before the 
court on the part of the State at this time. 

The court asked if there was any rebuttal by defendant? 

Mr. Robinson moved for the admission of Defendants Exhibits A and B. 

Court admitted Defendants Exhibits A and B. 

Defendants Exhibit C (photo copy of Hill report) marked, offered and 
admitted. 
Defendants Exhibit D ( Report of Jack Freeman) marked,offered and admitted. 

Mr. Robinson said that the defendant rests. 

Mr. Robinson made closing argument to the court. 

Mr. Remaklus made closing argument to the court 

The court made a statement, he said that ho finds that the defendant 
was capable o? giving the voluntary statement on Nov. O, 197h. This 
Statement was made after the defendant was given his rights. That the 
defendant understood the miranda warnings given to him. That the waiver 
to the rignts was knowing and intelligently and voluntary. That the statement 
was knowingly and intelligentley and voluntarily given without threat or 
promise and is not subject % exclusion on the grounlof involuntariness. 
That at the tine of trial, if statement is offered the court will rule 
at that time if it is admissable or not. ۱ 

Mr. Robin son said that he finds that Dr. A. Peterson, County Doctor 
for Shoshone 2o. has changed perscrivtions made by Dr. Heyrend. He said 
that the defendant is complaining of head aches. He related the pills 
that defendans is to have. He finds that during the timo in Shoshone Co. 
that he had tə be taken to hospital for emergency treatment for self 
inflicted nead injuries. Defendant also has ulcers. He asks that tho 
court order amore through check on defendant, and see that defendant is 
given perscrivtions ordered by Dr. Heyrends. 

Also moves that tne defendant be given pen,pencil, paper in conference 
room, he ha3 been advised that these would be supplied. 


Mr. Robinson inguired in discovery Spree Regarding polygraph sessions. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
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(CONTINUED) 
He asked if a copy of this tape should be given to the Stato? 


MP. Thouas made statement to the court, as to the medication given 
defendant, there should be some showing, and there is nothing before the 
court at this time. 

Regarding tàe polygraph tests, tho Order was related to all tests, 
so the State should have a copy of tape whon it is reduced to written 
report. 

He said that tbe psychiatric report of Dr. Heyreng’ of Sept 22nd 
ls not completed, but when available a copy will be supplied to defendant. 

۱ He- said that there was no objections by the State as to the defendant 
having pen or pencil, that this is covered in an Order, there is to be 
nothing to be used as a weapon. 

Mr. Robinson made statement regarding medication, he said that he 
knows nothing about prescriptions or drugs or physical condition of the 
defendant, this is left to the doctors, ho is not asking the court to 
change the psrscriptions, just to rule that these drugs be supplied to 
the defendant at the time they have been ordered to be given. He said 
that he did not feel that substitutions should be made by Dr. Peterson 
from those ordered by Dr. Heyrendj, as problems have arisen. 

The court questioned Mr. Magnuson regarding the medical problems, 

He said that he is aware that the Sheriff did not want any writing 
material in s@carity block but defendant can have these in the recreation 
room, 

The court said that he is concerned with the full opportunity for 
defendant to consult with counsel during trial. 

Mr. Magnuson said that the interview rooms the best place. 

The court said that no pen or pencil will be allowed in cell area. 

That regarding the medication he asks the sheriff 56# take defendants 
word on medication. He wants something filed to proteat the Sheriff and 
Dr. Peterson in this matter. If Dr. Heyrendd wants to sign statment he 
can be responsible for medicatim given defendant here. 

MO. Magnuson said that Dr. Gnaedinger was also involved in this. 

Mr. Robinson said the perscription are in this county jail, that 
were ordered, and he would just like them given to defendant as ordered. 

The court wants Dr. 267262108 perscriptions to be given to defendant 
as per instructions from Dr. 56776003 to the Sheriff. 

Mr. Robinson said that he had total confidence in Dr. Heyrendg 
perscriptions for defendant. 

Mr. Magnuson said that he would check with the Sheriff and sas that 
he has the perscriptions and instructions from Dr. Heyrenda. 

Mp. Remaxius said that the Discrovery Order for State on Sept 8, 1975, 
this was supposed to cover the pilygraph tests. 

Mr, Robsinson said he had no objections to this. 

The court advised that the Sheriff is not oblidged to give the 
defendant any medication without perscription, 

My, Robinson asked that the Doctor Peterson or Gnaedinger be called 
for any nadical reports, 

The court said that this matter willpbevmbkcessod 
October hk, 1975. 
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Docket No. 9701 .. |. | |. 


STATE OF IDAHO, ۱ APPEARANCES: 
Plaintiff 


Robert Remaklus & Lynn E. Thomas 


VS. For Plaintiff 


THOMAS EUGENE CRERCH Defendant Bruce 0. Robinson تسس‎  . 
For Defandant 


emi‏ کے 


siesto Ot Prorasdpid: JURY TRIAL 


BE IT KNOWN, that the following proceedings were had, to-wit: 


This wags the time and the place set for the hearing of the 3 
entitled matter. The State of Idaho was represented by Mr. Robert 
Remaklus and Lynn E. Thomas. The defendant appearing in person and with 
his attorney, Mr. Bruce 0. Robinson. 

The Clerk was instructed to call the roll call of jurors and the 
following person answered. Jerry R. Adams, Betty M. Barr, Doris L. 
Bennett, Wanda L. Bennett, Peny L. Benson, Wilford D. Bonomi, Margaret 
M. Brackebusch, Alvin J. Buchtel, Virginia S. Budiselic, Howard R. Byrd, 
Velma R., Canterbury, William B. Cecil, David L. Charles, John M, Chisholm, 
Nancy C. Church, Dela Claypool, Victoria S. Cook, Viola Coulter, Donald 
A. Crawford, Barbara A. Crnkovich, Margaret C, Dahl, Ruth E, Daiker, Mary 
.لا‎ Davidson, Karl F. Eckstein, Jack Etherton, Esther J. Everett, Ruby C. 
Fisher, Alice C. Gilman, Virginia M. Gregory, Ronald F. Gribble, Walter T, 
Grosstueck, Linda L. Gust, Duans M. Hammond, Paula Hansen, Charles Harpola, 
Don Fredrick Heidt, Sr., Edwin L. Helfer, Yvonne ^. Helm, Maxine Hill, 
Sharon K. Hill, Marjorie M, Hinman, Lillian S. Honeycutt, Harold J. Horine, 
Billee L. Howard, Marjorie K. Hull, Wayne L. Jacobs, Antonia H. Jaeger, 
Bill E. James, Bonnie E. Jameson, Michael W. Jasberg, Kathleen M. Jerome, 
Ida M. Johnson, Jacqueline C. Jordon, Ruth A. Joy, Maxine Elnora Karst, 
Daisy M. Kienholz, Roanna J. Knoll, Stella M. Koole, Wanda J. Kurt, Ralph 
D. Lambert, Gloria E. Lapp, Mari jean Lemieux, Carolyn M. Longley, Arleigh 
V. Luoma, Vicki L. Mabes, Sandra K. Madsen, Dale E. Magnus, William L. 
McArthur, Elizabeth M. McKenzie, Ernest P. Mollendorf, Edward K, Morgan, 
Walter I. Nelson, Ellen L. Noonan, Frank G. Oberg, Frank L. Orazem, 
Kathleen R. Orsourn, Fred R. Patano, Donald J. Piekarski, Jimmy W, Pogue, 
Robert P. Powell, Linda E. Raivio, Marlys A. Rice, Clifford Richardson, 
Viola L. Roverts, Norman A. Ross, Doris J. Rounsville, Donna Rae Rude, 
Phillip H. Ruff, Joe Schermanson, Curtis D. Schradar, Esther V. Schpholn, 
Scott B. Shock, Richard J. Sibert, Roland H., Sisk, Jr., David L. Smith, 
Arlene C. Sorenson, George Stancik, Roger S. Standley, Gus 2. Stein, 

Ethel L. Stewart, Brenda Lee Stinson, Maynard Ray Stoumbaugh, James A, 
Strope, Betty J. Thatcher, Irvin C. Thompson, Frederick F. Townsend, N. K. 
Ward, Barbara L. Watts, Rose E. Williams, Robert D. Williamson, Ann F, 
Wilson, Foster S. wolfgram, Glenn H. Wright, Robert W. Yost. 

The Juga made statement to the court and introduced the court 

persona, 78د سيف‎ ng Wate nas ab. BAU 4T he desired to challon-e a 

Che اوینج‎ OT Jury.” hs? $133 that while the jury was being 
Selected that he would admonish ths jurors not to discuss this matter 
between themselves or with any one else, If anyone tries to discuss this 
matter with a juror they are to report this to the baliff immediately. 
They are asked not to watch news broadcasts or read ths papers until the 
jury nas Ripa» Finally been salected. ‘The jurors are asked not to 
discussa the Cuestions asked in examination, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
COURT MINUTES 


Plaintiff 1164121 Naas a a 


YS. 


THOMAS EUGENs دیدن با‎ 


Oct. 1 
Defendant Oct. 6, 1975 Dale 


(CONTINUED) 
Tha Clerk was instructed to draw the names of twelve jurors and 
the following names were called. 1. Yvonne A. Helm, 2. Virginia M. Gregory, 
3. Dela Claypool, .بأ‎ Barbara A. Crnovich, 5. Marjorie K. Hull, 6. Daisy 
M. Kienholz, 7. Michael W. Jasberg, 8. Jack Etherton, 9. Joe Schermanson, 
10. Vifginia S. Budiselic, 11, Philip H. Ruff, 12. Robert P. Powell. 
Court adjourned and trial removed to the Public Safety Building. 
Mr. Robinson said that he had a matter to take up with the court 
before selection of the jury continued. 


Dafendait's Exhibit E (North Idaho Press, dated Oct. 3, 1975) marked, 
-{éentified, offerdd and admitted. 


Mr. Robinson said that the polygraph report had been received by 
him and copies had been given to opposing counsel, and to the court. 

He asked permission of the court for John Wickersham to sit in 
the court by counsel table? 

This was granted by the court. 

It was asked if the presence of witnesses in the court would be 
allowed or would they be requested to stay out of the court room until 
they had testified. 

Both counsels stated that they had no intention^óf requesting 
seclusion of witnesses from the courtroom during the trial. 

Exemination for cause of the jurors began. 

1. Yvonne A. Helm, examined by. the court and passed. Mr. Remaklus examine 
and challenged the witness because of health, this juror was excused. 

2. Virginia M. Gregory was called, and examined by the court, passed by 
the court, Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court regarding the defendant 
beak handcuffed when broungt into court this morning. 

The court 5810 that the records will show that the defendant is not 
in hand cuffs in the court room. 
3. Dela Claypool was questioned for cause by the court, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

Court recessed 11:03 am.m 

Court reconvened at 11:13 a.m. 
h. Barbara A. Crnovich, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
5. Marjorie K. Hull examined for cause, examinad by the court and it was 
stipulated by counsel that she is excused. 
6. Margaret M. Brackebusch, examined for cause, examined by the court and 
excused. 
7. Michael W.  Jasberg, examined for cause by the cart and excused. 

Court recessed for noon recess 

Court reconvened at 1:30 p.m. 

The court advised counsel that juror #100, Gladys M. Shuler has 
been excused. 

Mr. Robinson said that at a noon radio broadcast there had been a 
mention of two shot gun blast, that this was erronous. 

Hr. Thomas said there is some question as to withchcraft, and 
raises the objection that the jurors should not bo exposed to this theory, 
as this falls witnin the order of the court. 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court that this was necessary 
questioning to see if the jurors were overly suporstijftious. 

9. Jos SNO MER a called, examined for cause and excused by the court, 

Tas cours said that this juror would be excused from any further 
jury 7 ee ee of hearing problen. 

10. Virginie S. Budiselic, examined for C 813a. ۵ے‎ excused by the court. 
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(CONTINUED) 
11. Philip E. Rugg called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, Questioned further by Mr . Thomas, 

Mr. Robinson questioned the juror. Witness excused. 

12. Robert W, Powell, examined by the court, passed by the Court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson ۱ 

13. Arleigh V. Luoma, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remazlus and Mr. Robinson. 
1h. Richard J. Siebert, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

15. Daisy M. Kienholz, called, examined for cause and passed by the court: 
M». Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

16. Ruby Fisher, called, examined by the court and excused. 

17. Antonia H. Jaeger, called, examined for cause and passed by the court 
Mm, Hemaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

18. Kathleen R. Orsburn, called, examined by tho court, passed es es 
court, Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

The Jury was admonished and recessed, they were advised that they 
should refrain from reading any news in the paper about this trial and 
from listening to new broadcasts on the TV. They will return at 9:30 a.m. 
USb. Ts 1975. 

Court recessed l: 50 p.m. 


SECOND DAY 
One Hundred E Oe Second 
October 7, 1975 
9:25 a.m. 
ماس‎ as before 


The court said that Juror #26, Diane K. Dutton had been excused. 

Mr. Robinson stated to the court that the Osburn Radio Station had 
given out information on out of state involvments. 
19. Wanda L. Bennett was called, examined for canse and passed by the 
court, Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

The court said that juror Vicki L. Mabes had been excused, 
20. Arlene Sorenson, called, examined by the court and excused by the 
court. 

Court recessed 10:00 a.n. 

Court recconvened 10:15 a.m. 
21. Davis L. Smith called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
22. Mari jean Lemieux called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
23. Brenda Lae. Stinson, called, sworn and examined for cause, passed 
by 9 اع یت‎ Me, Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 
2h. Rose E. Williams, called, examined for cause and excused by the court 
25. Wanda J. "Bunt, called, was examined for cause and passed by the court, 
Mp. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 
26. Roland H. Sisk, Jr., called, exaninsd for cause and excued by the court. 
27. Ruth E, Diaker, called, examined by the court and passed by court, 
Me, Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, resisted by Mr. Thomas and the 
juror 011655105323 further. The court questioned Mrs. Diaker.  Passod 
for cause by X», Robinson. 

The 12 jurors passed for cause were admonished by the oourt. 

Court 23553550 for noon. 

Court reconvenad 1:30 

The cours said that juror 753, Stella M. Koole as been drawn 
ag stand 57 juror, for examination for cause. 

Approved: 


Pase p2ges. "—— 
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(CONTINUED) ۱ 
Mr. Ramaxlus asked the court that in the event that a peremptory 
challenge should be waived, would that limit the part to any other 
challenges, or could they waive and go on with peremptory challenges as 
to the new jurors drawn after the challenge? 
The court said that the new rules lets a party challenge any juror 
passed for canss after waiver of a challenge. 


Permeptory chalienges will begin at this time. 


Challenge No. 1 
Duane M. Hammond was called, and examined for cause. Excused by the court. 


Stella M. Koole called, examined for cause. Passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 2 
Frank G. Oberg, called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 3 
Harold J. Horine, called, examined by the court, passed by the court, Mr. 


Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. À 
Walter I. Nelson called, and examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr, Robinson. ۱ 
Court recessed 3:00 o'clock p.m. 
Court reconvened 3:10 p.m. 


Challenge No. 5 
Ellen L.. Noonan, called, examined for cause passed by the court, Mr. 


Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 6 
William B. Cecil called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Alice 0. Gilman called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Court recessed 3:50 p.m. 
Reconvensad 1:00 p.m. 
Howard R. Byrd called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Maxine Elnora Karst called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Nancy C. Church called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Robert 2. Williamson called examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Ida M. Johnson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Viola Coulter called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Cahllenzge No. 7 
George SBancik called, examined for cause and oxcusod by the court. 


The court admonished ths jurors. 
Court recessed 5:15 p.m. 


THIRD DAY One Hundred Ninety Third 
October 8, 1975 
9:30 a.m, 
Present as before 
Tos court informed counsel that juror No, 65 has been excusad 9898 


| 1 Et = 
of illness in the family. Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) ت‎ 


The court said that he has received a medical excuse for juror 
No. 94, Donna Rude and Mrs. Rude will be excused. 


Esther V. Scupnom was called, examined for cause and excused by 
the court. 
William L. McArthur called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Esther J. Eversti called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson " 


Challenge No. 8 

Peny L. Benson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Robert W. Yost called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Betsy M. Barr called, examined for cause, passed by the court and Mr. 
Remaxlus. Challenged by Mr. Robinson, Challenge resisted by Mr. 
Rmaklus. 

The court said that he would hear argument outside the presence of 
the juror. Mrs. Barr was excused from the courtroom. 

The court stated that the mantion of drugs in the questioning of 
jurors is not a prover question for examination for cause, Ths court 
is concerned that if the matter of druzs will come into court, but if it - 
does it will be relevant, and ths jurors should consider the evidence then. 
Mr. Robinson is bringing this to the attention of the jurors, this fact 
might not even get into court and if it does it is the opinion of the 
court that it will not get before a jury. 

Mr. Robinson said that he would agree with the court that it is a 
very thin chance, and mynot get in at all, but that if it should get in 
and should be considered by the jury, and a person is prejudice because 
of the use of drugs, a fair verdict could not be reached. 

The court said that it could not see a prejudice against drugs as 
a reason to excuse a juror, many people are prajudice against drugs, in 
fact he is himself. 

There was no statement by Mr. Remaklus. 

The court said that it is the position of the court that the mere 
fact that a juror is prejudiced against drugs does not disqualify him as 
& juror. 

Court recessed 11:00 a.m. 

Court reconvened 17:10 a.m. 

Mrs. Bar? recalled and passed by Mr. Robinson. 


Challenzs No. 9 

Fred R., Patano called examined for cause and excused by the court. 

David L. Charles called, examined for cause and passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and M», Robinson. 


Challenge No. 19 
Wayne L. 386553 called, examined for eas cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


Remaklus and M», Robinson. 


Challenze No. 11 
Edwin L. Helfer called, examined for causes, passed by ths court, 
Challenzed Mr. Thomas, excused by the court. 
Jerry -R. Adams called, examined for cause, passed by tne court. 
Court recessed for noon. 
Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 
Jerry R. Adama recalled, passed for cau38 b رل‎ Ranaklus and Mr. Robinson. 
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Challenge No. 12 
Bill E. James, called, examined for causo, passed by the court, and 
excused. 
Linda E. Gust, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. Thomas, 
end Mr. Robinson. 
Challenge No. 13 
Donald A. Crawford, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
challenged by Mr. Thomas, Challenge resisted by Mr, Robinson. The 
court explained the reasonable doubt expression to the juror, Juror 
passed by Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

Court recessed 2:40 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:50 p.m. 

Mr. Robinson asked the court for clarification, that Carol Spaulding 
entered a plea of Guilty to the charge of Robbery. 

The court said that who ever prepared the Judgment used bad wording. 
- T nn Remaklus said that Carol Spaulding was charged under section 

-20b. 

The court said that this is the accesory section, and the crime 
charged accessory. 

The court said that a doctor's certificate for juror #49, Billee 
L. Howard, has been excused. 


Challenge No. 1h 
Ernest Paul Mollendorf, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 


Me. Remaklus and Mr, Robinson, 


Challenge No. 15 
Velma R, Canterbury, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 


Mp. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 16 | 
Wilford D. Bonomi, called, examined for cause, excused by the court 
Maxine Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 17 
Jacqueline C. Jordon, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas and Mr. Robinson, 

Court recessed h:12 p.m. 

Court reconvened ]ا‎ :20 p.m. 


Challenge No. 18 

Frank L, Orazem called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 
Sharon K, Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court and 

Mr. Remaklus, challenged by Mr. Robinson, excused by the court. 

Bonnie E. Jameson, called, examined for cau se, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

Crallen:ze no, 19 viaived, 

Challenge No. 20 waived. 


The court stated that this trial will be a protracted one and 
asked if one or two alternate jurors necessary? He also asled counsel if 
they would waive the requirement to give tho oath to jurors before the 
alternate juror is chosen, 
It Was svated that two alternate jurors should be picked, and that 
Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 
counsel will waive the swearing of the jurors until the alternate jurors 
have bean cnosen. 

Court recessed 5:00 p.m. 

Court reconvened 5:10 p.m. 
Ronald F. Griddle called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaxlus, and Mr, Robinson. 
Fredrick F. Townsend, called, examined for cause, excused by the court, 
Betty J. Thatcher, called, examindd for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas and Mr. Robinson. ۳ 


Challenge No. 1 
Alvin J. Buchtel, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Bamaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 2 
Kasoleen M. Jerome called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Margaret C. Dahl, called, examined for cause and excused by the court, 
Scott B. Shock, called examined for causa and excused by the court. 
Court recessed 6:10 p.m. 

` Court reconvened 6:15 p.m. 
Irvin C. Thompson called, examined for cause, excused by the court, 
Ralph D. Lambert, called, examined and excused by the court. 
Dale E, Magnus, called, examined for cause and excused by tne court. 
N. K. Ward, called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Curtis D. Schrader called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 
Lillian S. Honeycutt called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 3 waived. 
Challenge No. 4 waived. 


Court recessed 7:20 p.m. 
Court reconvened 7:30 p.m. 
The court said that the jury had been selected and he will now read those 
seated on tho jury and those excused. 
The following jurors will be seated in ths jurors box. 
1. Esther J. Everett, 2. Walter I. Nelson, 3. Robert P. Powell, h. Frank 
G. Oberg, 5. Ernest Paul Mollendorf, 6. Daisy M. Kienholz, 7. Velma Canterbury, 
8. Wayne L. Jacobs, 9. Wanda L. Bennett, 10. Bonnie E. Jamison, 11. David 
L. Charles 12. Maxine Hill 
Alternate jurors are Ronald F., Gribble and Lillian S, Honeycutt. 
The remaining jurors will be excused at this timo. The court thanked 
them for their ettendance. 
The court said that the jurors and alternates seated in this ease 
will be 511033 to return to their homes this evening to get their 
clothes, and wiil not be sworn until tomorrow morning. They will bring 
their things directly to the courthouses, as there will be transportation 
to the motel for them. The Court repeated the admozition heretofore given, 
Court adiourned at 7:55 p.m. 


FOURTH DAY Ono Hundred Ninety Fourth 
October 9, 1975 
9:55 a.m. 
Present as before 
Tna court stated that the alternats juror, Mr. Gribble came to him 
this morning, said that he had though? ao9pwovakhs case lage 0 
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(CONTINUED) 
that he had recalled more about this case tnan he had told at the time of 
quastioning. Tha court said that both counself could examine the juror 
now outside the presence of other jurors, if they wanted. 

Both counsels agreed to this. 

The court expressed appreciation to Mr. Gribble for coming forth 
with additional information. 

The court auestioned Mr. Gribble, who stated that he had heard 
remarkd about this case from fellow workers who,came in the office from 
Boise, Idaho, but that he had not connected those remarks with this case 
until after he had gotten home last night. 

Mr. Remaklus asked Mr. Gribble if he felt that he could set aside 
anything he had heard and judge this case solely on the evidence presented 
in this court? 

Mr. Gribble said that he would try. 

Mr. Remaklus passed the juror for cause. 

Mr. Robinson questioned Mr. Gribble. Hs challenged the juror. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he would not resist the challenge. 

The court auestioned the juror. He said that he would try to be 
fair, but was nov sure that he could do it. 

Mr. Robinson still challenged tho juror. 

The court excused Mr. Gribble 

The court asked counsel if they were willing to procead with one 
alternate juror? 

The court asked Mr. Gribble if he had discussed this with any of 
the other jurors? 

Mr. Gribble said that he had not. 

Counsel agreed to try this matter with one alternate juror. 

The court said that he would go ahead and try this matter with one 
alternate juror, and won't call a mistrial in this matter. 

The juror Mr. Gribble was excused. 

Jurors were called in. 

The Clork was instructed to give the Oath to the jury panel. 

The Alternate juror was sworn in. 

Mr. Remaklus made his opening statement to the court. 

The Clerk was instructed to read the Information to the jury, 
stating that the defendant had entered a Not Guilty plea to the charge 
filed against him. 

Mr. Robinson reserved the right to make his opening statement until 
later. 

The courts admonished the Jury 

Court 5560533560 10:30 a.m. 

Court reconvened 11:15 a.m. 

Jurors returned into court. 

Mr. Robinson said that they would waive the roll call of jurors and 
stipulated that all jurors were present. 

Mr. Remaklus said that the State would so stipulates. 

Mr. Thomas asked if thera was any objection to prospective ٣10139 
remaining in the court room. 

There was no objection by Mr. Robinson. 

Johnny J, Hill, Horse Shoe Bend, Idaho, was نیت‎ sworn and 
direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is 2h years of age, 
and is employed as a logger for the past 2% - 3 years. He was engaged 
in this enployasnt on November 1974, near Donnelly, Idaho. He was working 
With Ray Hall, also a logger. He said that he went past Donnelly, Idaho 
each نون‎ on his way home, that in Novenbar 197l, ha was on his way 
home with his partner and they stoppad 03 7224 where the old hig/way 
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branches off, to add oil to his truck. This was approximately 5:30 or 
5:h5 p.m., The weather was cloudy, but there was no snow on the ground. 
He said that he observed something in the ditch on the side of the road 
and called it to the attention of his partner. When they went to look 
they saw a brail of blood leading to a sleeping bag and a blanket in 
the ditch. Tney looked under the sleeping bag and the blanket and saw 
two dead men. Hs described the area where the bodies were found. 


ee ل‎ —— HM — — لد‎ — 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 A (Photo) previously marked at trial in Cascade, 
Ida., identified and offered with an enlargement of the same photo, 
with the same exhibit No.. Exhibit was admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 C (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
and enlargement of same with same exhibit No., identified, offered 
and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 G (Pnoto) previously marked at Cascade, Ida, with 
enlargement of same with same exhibit No., identified, offered and 
admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 J (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida, with 
enlargment of the same with same exhibit No., identified, offered and 
admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 B (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. with 
enlargement of the same with same exhibit No., identified, offered and 
admitted. 


He stated that he ten notified the Sheriff and got a ride back to the 
scene of the accident and waited for the Sheriff to arrive from Cascade, 
Idaho. He waited around there with Sheriff Lynskey for a time and went 
on home. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Hill. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. لا‎ (sleeping bag)nreviously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified, offered and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 5 (blanket) previously mared Cascade, Idaho, 
identified, offered and admitted. 

There were no furthsr questions by either attornsy. 

Mr. Remasius asked if this witness could bs excused. 

There was no objections by Mr. Robinson. 

Witness excused. 


Roy Lynn Hall, Troy, Idaho, called, sworn and direct examined by 
Mp. Remakius. 55 said that he is sixteen years of age and has worked 
in logging for his father for the past two years, he was so engaged in 
this work in hovembep 191. That on Nov. 5, 197) he was working five 
miles out of Donnslly, Idaho, and living at Cascade, Idaho. He was 
riding back and forth to work with Johnny Hill, in his car, That they 
stopped on ths highway, on the way home, to put oil in the car, he got 
out to put tne oil in and noticed a couple sleeping bags or blankets 
tnrown in vta» ditch, he told Johnny Hill about this and ha got out of 
one car and 5557 went to look, as thay pulled back the sleeping bag and 
tha blanket, they notica two dead parsondpproved: under the: 
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(CONTINUED) 
He said at tne time they were headed south, and the bodies were on the 
passenger side of ihe road. After discovery of the bodies they walked 
back to Donnelly and called the Sheriff, returning to the scene of the 
murder and waited ror the Sheriff to arrive. They remained at the scene 
of the crime for 2 to 3 hours. 

There was no further questions by Mr. Remaklus. 
It was stipulated that the witness could’ be excused. 
Court excused tno witness. 


—— 


Martin J. Maxwell (Jim), Chief Deputy of Valley County, Idaho, was 
called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He gave a back ground 
of his experience in law enforcement. He said that he was on duty at the 
Sheriff's office at Cascade, Idaho on Nov. 5, 1974, and had occasion to 
investigate an incident near Donnelly, Idaho, on or about 5:30 p.m.. He 
said that he contacted Sheriff Lynskey and proceed to the scene of the 
accident. He said that at the site he found a pickup truck sitting there, 
pointed in a southerly direction. Several people were at the scene when 
he arrived. He said that it was just getting dusk and the weather was 
cold and over cast. Mr. Hall and Mr. Hill were among the people there, 
Sheriff Lenskey, Mr. Smith, Gene Hawker, Mr. Wesley Woodall, the Prosecuting 
Attorney and the corner, Burton Walker. He said that Brian Miller, McCall — 
police officer was there and pointed out the two bodies in the drainage 
ditch. He described the location of this scene. It is a wide spot on 
the road, off the oiled portion of the highway, a junction of highway No. 
55 and old highway No. 15, in Valley County, Idaho, approximately 1 mile 
south of Donnelly, Idaho. 

The jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 11:58 a.m. 

Court reconyansd 1:30 p.m., jurors returned, stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to direct examine Mr. Maxell. He was 
questioned regarding exhibits 1A, !J, 1C, and 1G. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 and 3A (diagram and enlargement of same) previously 
marked at Cascade, Idaho, identified, offered and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 1L (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida., was 
identified, offered and admitted. 


He further stated that after his arrival at the scene of the murder he 
attempted to identify and gather physical evidence. They made a diagram 
of the area (Zxnibilt 3 and 3A) and took pittures. He was at the scene 
until around midnight. He said that Brian Miller was left at the scene 
to keep the area secure during the night. 


f 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 7 (plastic fragments of dome light) previously 
marked at Cascade, Idaho were identified. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 6 ( large piece of asphalt) previously marked at 
Cascade, Idaho, was identified, offered and admitted. 

Me, Maxwell said that earlier that same day, Nov. 5, 1974 he had 
received a report from the dispatcher in Cascade, Idaho to investigate 
an abandoned venicle, The dispatcher said that a report had been received 
from Steve Hager, of the State Highway Department about 1:30 p.m.. Ha 
went to the location of tne car, which was south of Cascade on highway 55. 


Plaintiff's Exhipit 28A (Fhoto) previously pagad Cascade Co 
identified, offered and adaitted. ر ہے‎ 
10 
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He said that wnen he looked inside this abandoned car, that he noticed 
several papers on the seat, blood smears on the steering wheel md 

door panel. That papers and shell casings were found in the car. The 
papers were removed from the car at that time. : 


State's Exhibit No. 27 (documents found in car) previously marked at 
Cascade Co., identified, offered and admitted. 


As Soon as he found the shell casing and what he believed to be blood, 

hs contacted Sheriff Lenskey, and had the vehicle moved to Cascade, Idaho 
by way of wrecker and it was impounded, first at the Sheriffs office and 
later moved to 5 garage and mas there locked up. The following day on 
Nov. 6, 197l he went to the garage with Mr. Woodall, after, Jerry Fletcher, 
a State Investigator had gone over the car. Ho took some pictures of 

the inside of ths car. He said that he had advised tho investigator where 
the 22 shell casings were located in the car. He did not remove the 
casing, they were in what appeared to be a large amount of blood. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 A( Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 298 (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 C (Fhoto) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 D (Photo) 

Previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, identified, offered and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 G (Photo ) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 B (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 C (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 D (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 E (Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 F (Photo) 

Previously marked in Cascade, Idaho, identified and admitted by the court. 


The jury was admonished by the court. 

Court recessed 2:25 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:40 p.m. 

Jury was returned and stipulated all present. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. he (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 

Plaintiff's Exnidit No. 43 (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. hl (Photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 


previously maded Cascade, Idaho, 
i 


previously marked Cascada, Idaho, 


Exhipit No. h5 (Photo) 


Zxnioit No. h6 (Photo) 


Plaintiff's 
identified. 
Plaintiff's 


uild and a young female, dark blue maxi coat, long blond hair. 


identified. 

Plaintif?'s Exhibit No. 30 (dome light) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identifisd, offared and admitted. 

Plaintiff's Bxnibit No. 7 offered and admitted. 

He testified that while the car was impounded in Budrow Service Station 


it was finger printed, blood stains wera taken and other investigation made. 


Officer 40609511 issued a bulletin for the defendants from Valley 
County. The description put in the bulletin was for a white male, early 


Approved: 
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This description had been given to him by Mr. Lister Kelly. 

He was later notified from Glens Ferry, Idaho, that they had two 
persons in custody fitting this description. He and Mr. Woodall went to 
Mountain Home, Idaho, which is east of Boise, on Nov. 8, 1974, they went 
in his county car, arriving at Mountain Home at about 8:30 a.m., They 
met the Elmore County Sheriff and deputy at a cafe and from there proceeded 
on to the Sheriffs office. When they arrived at the Sheriffs office they 
talked to Carol Spaulding. Officer Woodall and himself then went to the 
Commissioners room where all the items taken from the two persons, Thomas 
Crsech and Carol Spaulding were at, and they took possession of thess 
‘items from Jack Freeman. These items were put in plastic bags. 


tate's Exhibit, previously marked at Cascade, Idaho were identified by 
Mr. Maxwell. 


State's Exhibit No. 22 (pistol) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 23 (holster) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 25 ( coat) identified. 


State's Exhibit 25A (2 boxes 22 caliber long rifle shells from bag of 
Carol Spaulding) marked and identified. 


S&hate's Exhibit No. 47 (plastic bag, containing items with © numbers 25 
through 31) marked identified, offered and admitted. | 


State's Exhibit No. h1 (10 live 22 caliber shells) identified. 


Mr. Maxwekl said that he talked to the defendant, Thomas Creech 
at the Mountain Home plice station. He was also in the car when the 
defendant was transported back to Cascade, Idaho from Mountain Home, Idaho. 
All the clothing and items taken from the two defendants were taken back 
in the trunk of the car. He said that the car taking lr. Creeck and Miss 
Spaulding back was driven by Mr. Woodall. Thay arrived back in Cascada 
at approximately 9:30 p.m.. 

Hə said that while he was in Mountain Home he went to court for 
arraipnment proceedings with Miss Spanlding. He also was present when 
& conversation was had with Mr. Creeck, Present during that conversation 
was the defendant, Creech, Mr. Woodall, Mr. Mason, Miss Spaulding and Mr. 
Maxwell. and excused 

The jury was admonished/ at this time. 

The court auestioned Mr. Maxwell regarding this conversation? He 
said that the defendant was entitled to object to the statement, and asked 
if this conversation was a part of the Motion to Suppress. 

Mr. Robinson said that the conversation to bs testified to hera are 
within the scope of the Motion. 

Tne court made a statment that the Motion to Suppress was not 
directed to any oral statment of defendants, he asked if a foundation 5 
been laid to oral statement. He said that based on the foundation given 
in Motion to Supress hearing, regarding exhibit B, admitted at that hearing, 
that the defendent had fully’. advised of his rights at thetime of statemant. . 
and this would carry over to the time being transported back to Cascade 
from Mountain Zome, that tais statement was voluntarily given. That tho 
ruling at Motion to Suppress nearing only Epé9ved: goes to the statomant 
revealed ac zaa? time. 
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(CONTINU ED) 
Tne court advised counsel that any other statement not involved in tho 
hearing at the Motion to Suppress was left open and the court was to rule 
on it at the time of admittance, if statement was voluntarily given, or it 
could be left up to tne jury to determine if the statement was voluntary 

or not. The cours makes the ruling that the statement was voluntarily 
given and is 555153535516. The jury can give whatever weight to it that it 
wants to. 

Mr, Robinson made & statement to the court, 

Mp. Remaklus said that Mr, Maxwell would testify only ‘hat on — 
way back from Cascade, as they passed mile post 94, that the defendant 
made a statement that that was the place they left the car, the place 
besing near Cougar Mountain Lodge. 

Mr. Robinson said that he uas satisfied that this wuld come within 
the scope. ١ 

Court recessed 3:35 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:50 p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued examination regarding the conversation had 
in the car on the way back to Mountain Home. Mr. Maxwoll said that thay 
were driving along the highway and at mile post 9h the defendant stated that 
was the place that they had left the car, and pointed out Cougar Mountain 
Lodge, as the place that they had spent the night. 

Mr. Maxwell said that the car was found around mile post 79h, that 
this is approximately five miles from Cougar Mountain Lodge, end that 
Cougar Mountain Lodge is between Cascade, Idaho and mile post #9. 

Mr. Maxwell was asked where all the objects brought back from 
Mountain Home to Cascade were kept. Mr. Maxwell said that all these were 
put in the Sheriffs office vault while the defendant was taken to court 
for arraignment proceedings. The items were then removed to his office 
and labeled and tagged and then taken to Boise, Idaho to Mr. Masons office 
where they were wrapped and sent to the FBI lab. in Washington D C. That 
the clothing from the victims and some of the bullets had been delivered 
to him by Sheriff Lynskey. He said that the Q numbers are on all items 
in the plastic bags. Q 3h and Q35 in small plastic bag, Q36 to QÎ in 
large plastic bag, and Q42 to Q9 in one large plastic bag. Hs said that 
he mailed all the evidence to the FBI lab personally. That he picked 
up these items at the post office when they were returned from the lab. 

He said that there were four (lj) boxes mailed to the lab in Washington D.C., 
these were sent registered and insured. He said that when these four boxes 
were returned chez had the original wrapping on them in tact. 

He was &3xed what wasl mailed to the FBI in ths four boxes? 

Mp. Maxwell said that the four bullets removed from the victims were sent 

in the small box. 

State's Exhibit No. 10, previously marked at Cascade, Ida. (slug) identified 
State's Exhibit No. 11, Previously marked at Cascade, Ida, (slug) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 12 previously marked Cascade, Ida. (slug) idsntified, 
State's Exhibit No. 13, previously marked Cascade, Ida (slug) identified. 
Mp. Maxwell said shet Q5 and O6 (fired 22 caliber casings) were mailed to 
Wash. D.C., lab. 

State's Exhibit No. 8لا‎ (shell casing) marked, identified, offeréd and 
admitted. 

He stated that altar tho boxes were returnsd they were locked in ths vault 
at the Sheriffs office at Cascade and opened at the trial at Cascada, Idaho. 
That this evicence was 23-3681660 and locked in the evidence vault by Mary 
Hill, and tnan brought by him, in his car to Wallace, Ida, and locked in 
tho evidence vault av tne Shosnone County Approved: Public Safety Bldg. 
this was opened 5g Mary Hill, Me. Renaklus, Mr. Robi*fs0 nH his wit 
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(CONTINUED) 
and brought into this court room this morning. 


State'a Exhibit No. 26 (box 22 shells) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. 
was identified. 


State's Exhibit No. 27A (yellow tablet (legal Pad) with letter Joyce from 
Wayne, taken from 1955 Buick) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


The court said that there were matters to take up out of the presence 
of the jury so the jury was admonished and recessed until tomorrow at 
9:30 a.m. 

Court recessed l:20 p.m. 

Court reconvened h:hO p.m. 

The court said that it had requested counsel to transcribe from tne 
taps recording and present this transcript to the court. 

Hr. Thomas made a statement to the court said that this waa 
previously submitted, with exhibit A attached. this relates to statenents 
and confessions of defendant, and he would like this admitted, the part 
of pago hO, fiftn line down, omitting lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, 19 and 20, rest of page 48, page کہا‎ page 50 except 7, 8 and 9th 
line from bottom. 

Mr. Robinson agreed with this. 

The court sated that he had already considered original statement. 
That he would not consider admission of the tape of conversation in plane. - 
He would admit everythin in transcript up to page 48, beginning with 
line 7 on page 8 through to line 9 on page 49, all page 50 except line 7 
up from the bottom of the page. 

le. Robinson agreed to this. 

Court recessed 4:50 o'clock p.m. 


FIFTH DAY 
October 10, 1975 
One Hundred Ninety Fifth Day 
Present as before 


The court advised counsel that thaizhb baliffs had been sworn inpy court 
but that the court had neglected to swear inday ^; baliffs, but had warned 
them personally of their duties. The ت4:‎ ٠٢ baliffs have reported no 
incidents. If counsel wants to they can question the baliffs. 

No questions by counsel. 

The Clerk was instructed to give Mr. and Mrs. Armbruster the oath, 
and day baliffs. 

Tne court said that matters taken care of last night would be 
offered as Exhibit No. 9. a 

This was so stipulated by counsel. 

Mr. Robinson said that this exhibit was not to go to the Jury, 
except the portion agreed to. 

The court said that none of exhibit No. l9 would go to tne jury. 


States's Exhibit No. h9 ( statement) marked and admitted. 


The court said that exhibit No. 49 is not to go to the Jury for any 
2112203 و9‎ only edited portion on tape, 
M», Thomas said that Dr. Hoyrends written report has b3en received. 


M», Robinson asked if there was Ed o ا‎ with the report? 
Approved» 
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(CONTINUED) 

Mr”. Thomas said that he knew nothing about any prescriptions. 
Mr. Thomas said thav Dr. Heyrend did not address himself on one question 
if he was of the opinion that this crime was a product of mental defect, 
but will do this when he testifies in this uatter. 

Mr. Robinson informed the court that he found the prescriptions 
for the dsfendant in his envelope. 

Jury was revurned and it eas stipulated that all were present. 


Mr. Maxwell resumed tne stand and Mr. Remaklus continued direct 
examination. 
Piaintiffs Exhibit No. 3 (diagram) was offered and admitted. 

Mr. Maxwell said chat he had checked the sheriffs log last night, 
and wisned to correct the date testified to yesterday, that tho original 
day was Tuesday, Nov. 5, 197, not Monday, which was the day of the crime. 


My. Robinson cross examined the witness, Mr. Maxwell. He was asked 
if be or Sheriff Lynskey had complete harge of the two deaths being in- 
75351535604. if. Maxwell answered that he was part of the team investigating 
tais and they started to determine ths identity of tha victims, this chore 
was assigned to Bud Mason, which was learned by him through photos and 
finger prints comparisons from written documents. 


Defendants Exhibit A ( copy FBI rap sheet- Bradford) marked, identified, 
offered. 
Defendant's Exhibit B (FBI rap sheet - Arnold) marked, identified, offered 
(synopsis 12-29-73) 
state's Exhibit No. 17/previously marked Cascade, Ida. identified, offered. 
State's Exhibit No. 18 (mugshot) marked, identified, offered 
State's Exhibit No. 19 (teletype) marked,identified, offered. 


Mr. Maxwell said that these were all part of nis investigation filed and 
ask to make photo copies of this. . 


Mr. Remaklus objected to exhibits #17, #18, Deft. A and B. 

Tne court said that this was improper cross examination and sustained 
ths objection. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had anything else to identify the victims? 
Mr. Maxwell said nothing in his file, most of his things had been turned 
over to the 5555835 attorneys. 

Mr. Robinson asked that between Nov. 5, 1974 add Noy. 8, 1974 if 
ths investigation of the victims had taken any other turn, other that to 
she defendant and Miss Spaulding? If anyone else had come into the scope 
of their investization? 

He answered No, but the investigation did continue after Nov. 8, 197h 
in regards to laî tests, but the case was established against the defendant, 
Tnomas Creeca. 

Mp. Robinsaon asked if Exhibit 3 and 3A was correct to all details 
a3 found on Nov. 5, 1974. Witness answered that it was. 


Mp. Remaklus ree-direct examined. He asked if there had been any 
reason to pvursus any other susvenct in this mattar. 

Mp, Maxw3il answarad that there had been nons, 

Mr, Robinson ask that this witness remain available for furthar 


Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 
Cours recessed 10:00 a.m. | 
Court reconvenad 10:20 a.m. 


Steven R. Hager, Cascade, Idaho, called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Remakius. He said that he is employed for the State Highway Dept. 
as a maintonace man, is 21 years of age. He was so employed in Nov. 197). 
He maintains the highway from Horse Shoe Band past Cougar Lodge to Donnelly, 
this is highway #55 and 16. He said that he resides in Banks, Idaho. 
ze said that he saw the abandoned car on the highway on Nov. ہا‎ 1971 first, 
this car was headed south on the north bound lano, and was a Buick make, 
Ee said that he did not notify the Sheriff until Nov. 5, 197h of the car. 
H2 looked in the car and took the keys and opened the trunk, looked over 
tno river bank incase someone had been hurt, he found a bunch of papers 
waich he picked up and put in the front seat of the car, then called the 
Saenltf,. 

There were no questions by Mr. Robinson. 

It was stipulated that this witness could be excused. 


Geraldine Fletcher, Meidsen, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she is employed by the State of 
Idano Department of Law Enforcement as a finger print technician, for 
which she had four years training, and has expierence in trying to raiss 
ringer prints in approximately 300 case3. She was so employed as a 
technician in November 1974. On Nov. 6, 1974 she went to Cascade, Idaho 
on a call to process an automobile, the same auto as pictured in exhibits 
28A and 28G. This investigation was made at the Philips 66 station at 
Cascade, Idaho. She described the investigation. There were finger 
prints, Out just partial ones. 


States's Exhibit No. 42 ( photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. s | 

State's Exhibit No. 43 (photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. 

State's Exnibit No. hh (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. 

State's Exhibit No. 45 (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. 
identified and offered. 

Mn. Robinson objected. 

Court sustained objection. 

Mr. Remakius continued examination. He asked if while she was 
inspecting the car if Officer Maxwell and Officer Mason were there? 
She answered tnat they were there part of the time. 

[ 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 46 ( 22 cal. shell casing) previously marked, 
was identified 

Plaintiff's Exhioit No. 48 ( 22 cal. shell casing) previously marked, 
vas identified. 

Sae said that sha took exhibits #46 and 748 to Boise, Ida. and turned 
then over to Officer Mason, then they were sent to Wash. D.C. lab. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined the witnes3. She testified that there 
were partial finger prints on the doors and steering wheel, but were 
un-identifabie, She said that she comvared the prints to those taken 
oy Mr. Mason or the victims, but ٤:93 were too smudged to tell for 
sure. She said that the victims weno positively identified tnrougn 
finger prins tno, Approved: _, 
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M», Remaklus asked if it was unusal to locate only smudged prints? 
She answered that it was not. 
"^. Robinson asked if smudged prints identified anyone? 
She answsred they did not 


Richard A. Crum, Centerville, Va., was called, swam and direct 
examined by Mr, Remaklus. He stated that ho is a special agent with the 
PBI, and has been for the pas five and one-half years. His duties are ` 
tne identification of fire arms. He explained his educational back ground, 
and special training. He said that in Nov. 197) he was so employed. He 
مد‎ 3 ٥٢٥ the four card board boxes, these wera the same boxes received 
at the labatory in Nov. 1974 containing specamins for examination. These 
itens were given © numbers 1 through Q 49 and K 1, He related that 
the 3 1 through © با‎ were bullets, Q 1 now marked at Plaintiffs. Exhibit 11, 
02 now marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 12, Q3 now marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 13, 
Ch Now Stae's Exhibit No. 10, Q5 now states exhibit 46, 95 now States 
Exhibit No. 48, Q 6 through Q 16 are contained in States Exhibit No, l1. 

Q 17 through © 24 and © 41 through Q 9 contained in exhibit 2h. Mr. Crum 
explained the examination made on the exhibits received by him. He said 
tnat after the examination of the items marked with Q or K numbers, he 
resurnsd them to Valley County, Idaho to tne Sheriff by registered air 
mail and 1 box air express C.0.D.. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Crum. He said that Q Numbers were 
forwarded to Tony Hodge for examination. A written report was prepared 
by him and sent to Valley County Sheriff, this report was prepared from 
his own examination of items marked Q 1 through © 16 and K 1 and the 
Hodge report made to him of examinations of Q 17 through © 49. 3۵ 18 
his examination of Q 5 and Q 6. He said that he made test cartridges to 
compara to the cartridges submitted to him. He was asked if there wag 
any question that Q5 and Q6 were fired from the gun marked Kl? He answered 
zhat there was no doubt in his mind. 

Mr. Remaklus re direct examined Mr. Crum regarding the Q numbers and 
X numbers given exhibits. 


Alvin E. Hodge, called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. 


Ze stated that he is a special agent with tha Federal Bureay of Investigation 


in Washington D.C, Ha gave his educational back ground and the nature of 
bis work, of identifing blood and other body fluid. He was so employed in 
tnis field in Novemoer and December 197). 

Mp. Robinson said that he would stipulate that M» Hodge did the 
examinations of items marked Q17 through 9 ۰ 

Mr, Remaklus questioned him as to the result of ths tests from 
his work sheet. 

Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 11:23 a.m. 

Court reconvsned 17:45 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 


سز WA woo‏ ا 


Mp. Remaklus continued to examines Mr. Hodga as to ina tests on 
blood tests. Ea identified the following items as to © numbers. 
oat, Q 18 Spaulding slacks, no blood present, blood on 


ins g 
X 3 
Soauiding caat could not types. Q 19 Spaulding stockings, Q 21 Spaulding 
c 
کت‎ 


2 
echo shirt, 9 29 Creoch balt, @-30-Gesesn all these items 
vive. ٩ 30 Creech Levi Jacket, Q 31 Creech Nylon jacket, 
zo have hunan blood stains 09 them, 


/ .Appro 7 ZED? ۳ ۱ 
زر‎ // Ag "E ge 
Pags. ۲۳۹ s Pasay, V———— چن رفس س و ا ور‎ rok 
7 ۲ Distri Jud 


3 5 " : = ب — - a‏ ہے = — = 717 ت ۳۹ 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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Defendant | mS ٗ+00 ی۹‎ Date 
(CONTINUED) 

Q32 and Q33 socks of Creech negative findings, 93) Creech pants were found 

to have human blood on them, Q 35 Creech shirt was found to have human 

blood, O 36, shirt from unknown person found to have group A blood, 7 

trousers from unxnown person found group A blood, 37A found blood. 

Jury was admonished for noon recess. 

Court reconvaned 1:30 p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all was present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Hodge. Who related his findings 
on Q38 undershirt of unknown party, Q39 of unknown party, sock and also QAO, 
Qi1 belt unknown, blood found negative. © 42 Shirt, 043 trousers, Qh 
under shirt, Q5 undershorts, © H6 and Q7 socks, Q8 left sboe, وبله‎ right 
snoe all belonging to victim Arnold found with A type blood. 


- 
—- 


State's Exhibit No. 50 ( copy of report notes) marked, identified, offered 
and admitted. 


. Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Hodge. He testified that he did 
identify human blodd group A that of victims Arnold and Bradford. He said 
that he had seen the copy of the report by Mr. Crum and sent to Sheriff 
Lynskey. He reviewed this report and checked with his notes. He said that 
the conclusions made was that the human was limited to © No. 17, 6, and 
h9, no blood was found on © Nos 18 through 29 and on 32, 33, 39, ho, hi, 
that group blood was found on 30, 31, 34, 35, 38. He related again how 
the tests were made. He was asked if he had determined if any of the 
garments had been washed? He stated that he had not, but under normal 
conditions this can be told and he was sure that he would have noted it 
if it had. | He examined Q30 and Q31 jackets of the defendant Creech, Mr. 
Hodge said that he would guess that they had not been washed. 

Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined Mr. Hodge. He said that ho was 
unable to make btood grouping on Q 30 and Q 31, there was something in the 
material that could not group. 

It was stipulated that Mr. Crum and Mr. Hodge could be oxcused. 


Burton Walker, McCall, Idaho was called, sworn and dirsct examined 
by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he owns and operates the Walker Funerel Home, 
and has since 1953. He is also Coroner for Valley County, Idaho, since 
1960. He was coroner on Nov. 1١97ا‎ He had the occassion to go to a place 
on highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, where he saw two bodies. 
As coroner he made an exanination of the bodies at that time and determined 
that both bodies were in the same condition, that they had been dead about 
باه‎ hours. He said that later on that evening he loaded the bodies in his 
hearse and transported them to McCall, Idaho, the time of this was about 
mid-night on Nov. 5, 197h. He left the bodies in, the hearse and made 
arrangenents for a post mortem examination, and next morning took them to 
Boise, Idaho to tne St. Alphonsus Hospital. These two bodies were taken 
and delivered 55 a Dr. Scott. He remained at the hospital for the firat 
autopsy of the unknown victim, later found to be John Wayne Bradford. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Walker. He said that he was not 
a doctor so the autopsy was done at his request. He requested that a 
blood check, urine test be made on the victim Bradford, he was not sure 
that a drug screen test was made or not, 

ie. Burton was excused at this time but ordered to remain in the 
court for furtasr ausstioning. 

Dr. Delbert E. Scott M.D. was called, sworn and direct examined by 


Mr. Tnomas. He said that he is a کور ےشیش‎ He p his educatlonal 
pprove 
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(CONTINUED) 
background to the court. He said that on Nov. 6th and 7th, 1974, he 
performed 523 autopsies on the victims Arnold and Bradford. The autopsy 
on Bradford was performed on Nov. 6, 1974, he described the proceedure, 
he removed three bullets from the face and neck of this victim. He made 
internal tests, urine test, blood tests. His opinion was that death was 
caused by gun shot wound. When asked what shot that he felt had been the 
fatal one, he replied that it appeared to be the one right of the right 
nostril. It was his opinion that the shots were fired from 2% and 3 ft. 
distance. 

On Nov. 7, 1974 the autospy was performed on Mr, Arnold, the identity 

2 this victim had bean learned from Mr. Bud Mason. He said that in the 

oDresaence of Mr. Mason he performed this autospy, made the usual blood, 
and alcohol tests. He removed one bullit from this victim in the right 
temple area. Hs gave this slug to Mr. Mason. It was his opinion that this 
gun shot severed the artery causing death. He said that there were no 
powder burns, impling that this shot was a distance greater than arms 
length. He said that the bullets taken from the victim Bradford was 
given to Sheriff Lynskey. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 2:35 o'clock p.m. 

Gourt reconvensd 2:45 o'clock p.m. 

Jury was returned and stipulated all praesent. 

Mr, Robinson cross examined Dr. Scott. He asked if the victims 
had any tatoos? He replied that there were around 15 or 20 of them. 


Defendant's Exhibit C(Post Mortem-Bradford) marked and identified. 
Defendant's Exhibit D (Post mortem - Arnold) marked and identified. 
Exhibit No. C offered. . 
Objection by Mr. Thomas, not original. | 
Dr. Scott stated that the original was sent to Mr. Walker or Sheriff 
Lynskey. Dr. Scott read the illegible part into the record and then 
it was stated that a more legible copy would be substituted. 
Exhibit C admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit D was offered and admitted. 
Tne court agrood that the copy could be filed and a more legible copy 
be substituted. | 

Mr. Robinson ausestioned Dr. Scott as to ths mark on tho back of 
M» . Bradford? Ee said that no reference was mada to this mark. 

Me, Thomas re-direct examinsd Dr. Scott. He said that no mention 
was made to the makr as it was not related to deatn of victim. 

It was stipulated that Dr. Scott could bs excused, 
Defendant's Exhibit E (Beals report) marked. 


Loren 3831s, Boise, Idaho was called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Thomas. Hə said that he works at the St. Alphonsus Hospital and St. 
Luke Hospital, Boise, Idaho as a toxicologist and chemist and has baen 
employed as suca since 1970. Ho gave nis educational background. He 
said that ne recaivad blood and urin3 samples from two vietima from an 
autopsy on Nov. 6 and T, 1974. 

Mr, Remaklus stated that the original copies of Exhibits C and D 
hava besn lozeatsad and tnase were substitued for the copies. Exhibits 
C and D wera marked, and admitted and the copies withdrew. 

Is was stivulated that Dr. Scott could now be excnsed. 

Mr, Thomas continusd the direct examination of Mr. Baal. He said 
that wa5n n» received the samples on Nov. 6, 1974 that he did not know 

Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 2 
the idenity o? thse individual, only as #3146. On Nov. 7, 1975 he received 
samples from one identified as Arnold also know as #3147. He said that 
later he learned that #3146 was Bradford. He related the test made. 

That the alconol test on Bradford was 0.14 and the one on Arnold was 0,195. 
He found no trace of drugs. There was an indication that considerable 
alcohol beverages had been consumed. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 51 (blood sample) marked and stipulated admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 52 (blood sample) marked and stipulated admitted. 
Defendants Exhibit F (Beal Report on Arnold) marked, identified, offered. 
Defendant's Exhibit G (Beal Report on Bradford) marked, identified, offered. 


۱ Mr. Beal said that exhibit F on Arnold showed 0.195 and Exhibit G 
for Bradford showed 1۷ 


Defendant's Exhibit P and G were admitted. 


Dr. Beal said that the tests revealed no drugs, just alcohol. 
It was stipulated Mr. Beal be excused. 


Steven Paul Rivers, Portland, Oregon was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he cams in contact with ths defendant 
in Nov. 1974 when he was traveling across the country from Portland, Ore. 
to Baltimore, Maine. He said that he met tbe defendant on Interstate 80, 
in Idaho at a rest area. He stopped there and was approached by Carol 
Spaulding, she asked if her and her boy friend could stay in the car for 
awhile, as it was very cold and they wanted to warm up. He told them that 
he was on his way to Salt Lake City and could give them a ride. After 
they had been on the road for a while he wanted a cup of coffee so pulled 
in to Glens Ferry, Idaho. He and Carol Spaulding went in the cafe, but 
the defendant, Creech stayed in the car, They went out and got in tne car 
and started out of town they were apprehended by the police. The police 
took the three of them into custody at this time. They were all taken to 
the police station at Glens Ferry and later on transferred to Mountain 
Home, Idaho. He was asked if ho noticed any unsusal action’ of the defendants? 
He said no just concern at being stopped. He said that when he pulled over 
he thought that he was stopped for spot check. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr, Rivers, He testified that they were 
Stopped at approximately 2:00 o'clock a.m, he got his license and his 
registration ready. When he got out of the car he saw two guns pointed at 
them. They were made stand by the car and frished. At the time they were 
stopped he was driving, Miss Spaulding was in the middle and Mr. Craech on 
the passenger side of the car. He gov out the drivers side and the other 
two got out the passenger Side of the car. They were at the scene of the 
arrest about 15 minutes. They were advised of their rights at the police 
station at Glens Ferry several times. He was asked if he was present 
when Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech was given their rights? He said that 
he didn't remember. He was asked if the police found any drugs in his 
car? 

The cours said that this matter would be taken up outside tho 
presence of tne jury. 

Jury admonished and excused. 

The court advised the witness that he was protected by self incrimings- 
tion. 

The deZtendant said that he declined to answer this auestion. 

Mr, Robinson said tnat if he wants the fifth amendment right must 
state in front of the jury. Approved: 
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Objection by Mr. Remaklus. 

Mr, Robinson asked the witness if he had ever been convicted of a 
felony? Mr. Rivers answered that he had not. He was asked if he had 
ever been arrested on a drug charge? . 

Objection by Mr. Remaklus,. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Rivers if any drugs had been used by Miss 
Soaulding, M». Creech or himself, before they had been picked up by thepolice? 
Or if they had had access to any drugs in the car? 

The Witness declined to answer. 

The court said that there is no problem if this comes from another 
parson, but if Mr. Rivers persists in exercising the fifth amendment does 
not grant iumunity nor self incrimination. 

Mr. Rivers said that he had been charged in Elmore Co. on Nov. 9, 
197h, but that these charges had been dropped. 

Mr, Robinson said that he could not find basis for fifth amendment and 
sel? incrimination, 

Court recessed 3:h7 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened h:05 p.m. 

The court ousstioned Mr. River. He advised him that he is still under 
subpoena. He asked if he had been granted any immunity in Elmore County, 
as to what was found in his car. He advised Mr. Rivers that under the 
statute he cannot be arrasted while in ths State or traveling through on 
this subpoena, would be allowed to return home but that does not mean 
he couldn't be cnargéed later and extradicted. 

Mr. River said that he still wanted to exercise his right. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to question Mr. Rivers if he had seen the 
defendant or Miss Spaulding since Noy. 8, 1971? Witness answered he had 
not. He stated on questioning that he is a doctor in Portland, Oregon, 
and gave educational back ground to the court. He said that he had never 
seen the defendant or Miss Spaulding before Nov. 1974. 

Mr. Tnomas re-direct examined Mr. Rivers. He was asked if he had 
seen Miss Spaulding or Mr. Creech take any drugs while in their company 
from time picxed up at rest stop until arrested? He replied that he had 
nos, 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined Mr, Rivers. He asked if it was 
dark when ho was driving and did he see them take any drugs? He said 
onas he was driving and it was dark ard he saw them take no drugs. 

It was stipulated this witness be excused. 


Leste» L, Xelley, Cascade, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by X», Remaklus. He said that since May 1963 he has been employed 
by the Boise Cascada Co. as an edgerman in the sawmill. That in Nov. 197 
1 2238 and want to شور‎ KON. Idaho on Sunday Nov, 3, 197k, 
vaar tow a pickup truck up to the top of the Lewiston hill. 
ne saw و‎ Buick automobile on Nov. 3, 197. He identified 
ca^ in Plaintiff's Exnibit #23, Ho saw this car near the 
Indien Mission on Highway 95. His brother and his wifo were in the car 
:e sal3 tnat he saw a young couple around this car and 
oupla to the court, this was approximately lLioo p.m., he 
50218 Shas night waile returning, in the Slate ع0386‎ area. 
returmea vo Cascada by way of Kamiah, Grangevills. He 

HAN hs ur une Car tna sacond time. The next time he 
on Nov. 5, 197kbeyond the Canyon Cougar Lodge on Highway 
hat ho rememoerad بت‎ car ana taought it odd that hs had 
vimes. The fourtn time heWMggwvédhe cur was Cascade by 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JCODICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO LN AND FOR TIIE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATS OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff | Docket Bo. OTO es 


VS. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH October 6, 1975 


Defendant | ——— ———————- — 
— Serra TOP eee 


He said that ha went to the Sheriffs office and reported a couple, on 
Nov. 6, 1971, after he had heard that a car was towed in and that a couple 
of murders had been reported. He asked if the car was a "55 or"56 Buick? 
After thinking about it he called and agve a description to Mr. Maxwell. 
He later went to look at the car with Sheriff Lynskey, and was sure that 
it was the same car he had seen near Lewiston. 

Mr, Robinson cross examined Mr. Kelley regarding his trip to Lewiston, 
Idaho on Nov. 3, 197. He said that he was towing a car up to the top 
of Lewiston hill. He left Cascade, Ida. around noon for Lewiston. Ha 
went a couple miles past junction 95 when he saw the car for the first 
time near the Indian Mission, he said that he is interested in cars and 
he noticed this one and the people standing beside the car, by the road. 
He noticed the girs in the long blue coat and her long blond hair, the 
man had chin whiskers and shoulder length hair. Hs doscribed the route he 
took back from the top of Lewiston hill. He went by way of Kamiah and 
Stopped there at his sons in-laws for cofee, approximately 8:00 p.m., 
staying there about one-half hour, on to Kooskia on to Grangeville, joining 
up with U. S. 95 there, using #95 to New Meadows. The second time he saw 
the Buick was around Slate Creek, below Whitebird Hill, this was around 
10:-O o'clock p.m, he didn't see the passengers at this time, as it was 
dark. The next time was down the Canyon on #55 near Cougar Mountain Lodge. 
He was asked if any other indivuals around the car? He answered no. He 
said that he noticed that it had out of state license plates, and that he 
had saw a ply wood substitute for a window, he had thought at first that 
1t was a blanket hanging in the window, but later discovered it was a 
piece of plywood. 

Mr. Remaklus questioned him regarding the window. 

There was no further questions of this wintess. 

It was stipulated that he be excused. 

Jury admonished and excused. 

Recessed h:50 ۰ ۰ 


] ۳ À—À 


SIXTH DAY 
Oct. 11, 1975 
9:30 a.m. 
Present as before 
One Hundred Ninsty Sixth Da 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

John Les Stewart, Grangeville, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus, he said that he is eighteen years of age, and 
works part time in Mitchell Texaco Station, and was so employed in Nov 3, 
197h. He said that the auto pictured in exhibit 28A was the car that cama 
into the service station on Nov. 3, 1971. They came into the station two 
times, the first time they wanted to know if he wanted to buy a battery 
charger, and hs told him that he had no money to buy one, so they left. Th 
next time they came in and brought some gas. There was three persons in 
the car, and he described them, saying that the defendant was one of then. 
He said that it was about 7:40 p.m., and he remembered this as it was about 
closing time. He said that there were beer cans and a sleeping bag in the 
back of the car. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Stewart regarding the people in the 
car. 

Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined tne witness regarding the defendant, 
and how he is sure he recognized nim at this time. 

It was Stipulated the witness could be excused. 

Approved: 
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Anne Bradley, Boise, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she is a criminolist with the Idaho State 
Department of Health and Welfare. She gave her educational back ground and 
what her duties consisted of. She was so employed in 197h. She conducted 
tests on objects in connection with this case, These objects she got from 
Mr. Bud Mason. She said that the envelpe that she received from Mr. Mason 
has been in her custody at all times. | 


State's Exhibit 53 (Plastic evnelope containing dried blood - group A) 
marked, identified, offered and admitted. 
tate!s Exhibit 5h (piece of cardboard) marked, identified, offered and 

admitted. ۱ 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Miss Bradley. She said that she had 
no other knowledge of exhibit No. 53 and 53 except her examination. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 534 (envelope marked #2) marked, identified, offersd 
and admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit SHA ( envelope marked #1) marked, identified, offered 
and admitted. 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined. Miss Bradley advised him as to 
which writing on envelope 71 and #2 were hers. 

it was stipulated that the witnsss be excused. 

Jury admonished. 

Court recessed 10:01 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:1) a.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 


Carol Spaulding, called, sworn and direce examined by Mr, Remaklus. 
She said she is 16 years of age, and is in the Nevada State Prison, and has 
bean since May 1975, before that was in the Idaho State Penitentiary. 
She said that she is acquainted with the defendant, she met in Fresno, ی‎ « s 
in Spet. 1974. after she met the defendant in Calif., she traveled with him 
for some time, first to Clarkston, Un, then to Kentucky and then back to 
Lewiston, Idaho. They arrived in Lewiston, Idaho on or about Oct. 30, 197h. 
They stayed 85 & hotel there and at her mothers place ( Martha Spaulding, 
2:08 8th Ave, Lewiston, Idaho) The defendant uas with her at her mothers 
plece. She said that they were thers approximately one week, Earley on 
Nov. 3, 1971 they were at her mothers. she left there with the defendant 
and started hiten-hniking to Boise. 

The witness at this time requested the court to appoint an attorney 
to represent her in this matter. ۱ ۱ 

The jury asked to leave the court room at this cima. They were 
acnonished by the court. 

The cours ousstioned the witness as to why she wanted an attorney. 
She said that she migat say something that would incriminate herself. 
She is without Zunda with which to employ an attorney, but feels that she 
ghould have one io represent her. 

Me, Bemaxlus said that Miss Spaulding is not charged here and is not 

وت 13768 85 

TS مہو ہل‎ said that he feels that Miss Spaulding should have counsel 
said shat the only way that the witness would need legal 
3 could incriminate herself by her testimony. 
ingon said that ho felt that Miss Spaxtind-- Spaulding should 
haye counsel قفتيو دوذ‎ of nar total invoivneniz. The witness has previously been 
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Miss Spaulding has been in the Idaho State Penitentiary and also the 
Nevada Penttentiary on this conviction. Under 18-301 I.C. this would 
prohit a second prosecution for same cause, but could be possibility of 
& Second offense involved. 

Mp. Robinson made a statement to the court, he said that many things 
might come to light in this case and feels that Miss Spaulding should be 
represented by counsel. 

The court said that he سس‎ see no need to answer any questions on 
any out of State involvment. 

Mr. Robinson stated that he is sure that the court is aware of the 
intent of the defense, that the material covered in the polygraph report 
and the basis of defense is that the defendant did not commit the murders 
in Idaho. 

The court said that he is not in agreement of this in the case. He 
said that he would appoint a local attorney to represent Miss Spaulding, 
but does not want a delay in this trial. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he has other witnesses that he can co 8 
with at this time. 

The court said that he would allow Miss Spaulding to be withdrawn 
as a witness end would appoint counsel to represent her. The only issue 
of concern here is self incrimination and the only issue to be consulted on. 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 

The court informed the jurors that he was allowing Miss Spaulding 
to withdrawn as a witness temporarily. 


William Sherman Hill, Glens Ferry, Idaho was called, sworn and 
direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he has 2 a city police 
officer for three years and was so employed on Nov. 8, 197l. He gave his 
education and back ground expierence. He said that he first came in 
contact with the defendant on Nov. 8, 197k, at approximately 2:00 a.m. 
in the morning. He had stopped at Hanson Cafe for coffee break and ۷0 
two subjects as they came into the cafe. He described the two people, 
identifing Miss Spaulding as one and Mr. Rivers as the other, he said that 
he had received a description earlier from Valley County, Idaho and one of 
tne descriptions fit Miss Spaulding. He was examined on States Exhibit 2۱ 
as the maxi coat Miss Spaulding was wearing. He said that he went ana 
phoned the Elmore County Sheriffs office for a back up unit. He was 
notified that there was no available units, and no State unit availeble 
so he called officer Menzik at his home and advised him of the situation. 
He said that he observed the suspects leaving town, headed east, he left 
the cafe and met Officer Menzik at a gas station, and they went in pursuat 
of the Rivers vehicle. They put on the light and the Rivers car stopped, 
he said that tnis car had Maryland plates on it andhe called in for a 
check on it. Both he and Officer Menzik got out of the car with guns 
drawn. They checked out the subjects in the car, making a pat search of 
each individual. He asked them for identification. Miss Spaulding said 
that she didn't have any, the defendant, Creech gave a drivers license, 
bearing the name of John Carl Adams. He said that Officer Menzik advised 
the three suspects that they were under arrest for murder, they were 
taken to the patrol car and advised of their rights, and each of th three 
were asked if they understood their rights and cach answered in the affirm- 
ative. Hs exviained the circumstances to Mr. Rivers. Officer Menzik asked 
Me. Rivers for permission to look in his car and was given permission. He 
want to the car and came back with a black purse, and asked who it b2lonzed 
to. No one answered. It was opened and on top was a gun and psi 

Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 
States exhibit No. 22 was examinsd and he said that he felt it was the 
sams gun found in the purse. He said that Officer Menzik held up the 
purse so all three could ses the gun, but there was no one who acknowledged 
it. He put the purse back in front of the defendants and made another 
pat searcn or tne tnres. Officer Menzik asked Mr. Rivers for permission 
to drive his car into town. They radioed Elmore County for Officer ' 
Freeman to meet them for further investigation of this matter. The thres 
persons were put in the patrol car and taken into the police station. 
They were taken into the station along with the purse that had been found 
in the Rivers car. He noticed that the ID given by tne defendant, Creech 
wa3 not his so advised Mr. Creech of this, Mr. Creech advised him that 
his name was Tommy Turner, so he contacted Elmore County to make check on 
snis. Officer Menzik removed the clip from the gun and one shell from 
tha chamber, had the subjects empy their pockets, Defendant Creech had 
mor? identification for a Joe Carl Adams, and he was asked about this, he 
also had four more 22 shells. 

Officer Freeman arrived and he was given any information that they 
had. Officer Freeman again advised the three suspects of thsir rights, 
they were handed forms to sign that they understood these rights and they 
were signed by the suspects, A form was handed Mr. Rivers for consent 
to search his car, this was signed and Officer Menzik went out and made 
a search of the car. He found a blue coat that belonged to the defendant 
Creech. This was observed, along with a levi jacket of Creech and some 
stains, that were believed to be blood stains were found on both 8f the 
jackets. State's Exhibit F47 was identified as the two jackets mentioned 
by Mr. Hill. He said that the purse was checked and a pair of levis a 
tee shirt were taken out by officer Freeman. 

The three suspects were then transported to Mountain Home for further 
investigation. He said that Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech were taken in 
the back seat of police venicle. Mr. Rivers rode with him in the Rivers 
car, When they arrived at Mountain H,me a matron did a complete search 

Miss Spaulding. They were met at Mountain Home by Officers Maxwell 
and Woodall. 

Jury was admonished, and excused. 

Court recessed 11:17 o'clock a.m. 

Court reconvened 11:30 a.m. 

Jurys returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

MP. Thomas continued to direct examine Mr. Hill regarding the items 
taken fron the purse of Miss Spaulding, the pistol, holster, tee shirt, levis 
2 pomes o? 552215 and part of a packece of Kool cigarettes. 


State's Exhibit No. 55(Waiver of rights) marked and identified 
State's Bxhivdit No, 56 (copy of statement, beginning with page 2) marked 
end idenvirie:. 

He seid taa} while tne defendant Creech was giving his statment he 
۱3ع‎ ۹7608 normat T a little nervouss, but not under theinfluence of 
any ürug or 29 22 

Mr. وھد چو وت‎ cross examined M», Hill regarding his written report 
of inis arrest. Ee said that the report was written over the next two 
days after ths arrest of the partias on Nov. 8, 197k. He stated that the 
suspects were لیے‎ approximately 2:45 a.m. arriving at the Glens 
Ferry Dlico station at م٥3‎ 0212335617 ASOD &,m. they were ther until about 
ا‎ ی٤ج‎ a.m, DION want to Mountain Home, Idano, arriving there at abont 
bes Got. “sey wont directly to the comnis3ionerg room with all three 

f the 5 2233 9 and tne confiscated property, and remained there with 
Mo Manziz until Miss Spaudinzg was taken سیا‎ room and Mr. Croech was 
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there with Officer Freeman and was examined for about 15 or 20 minutes. 
He was taken down stairs and Miss Spaulding was brought in and was 
questioned for approximately 20 or 30 minutes. Miss Spaulding was taken 
back down stairs and Mr. Creech was brought back to the room. This was 
approximately 7:00 o'clock a.m.. Mr. Creech was questioned this time for 
about 30 minutes, present at this time was the defendant, Creech, Mr. 
Winters, Mr. Freeman and himself. The defendant was then taken down 
stairs and a complete search was made and he was put in coveralls. Miss 
Spaulding was taken back up stairs for search by matron. The Mr. Rivers 
was questioned for approximately 20 to 30 minutes by Mr. Freeman. Mr. 
Rivers gave a written statement to Officer Freeman. 

They then went out for breakfast}, this was approximately 9:00 a.u. 
The defendant Creech and Miss Spauling were in cells at the plice station. 
About 10:30 they went back to the jury room, whsre all tle items were held 
and more questioning of Miss Spaulding. He was present during inis 
session, He described the actions of Miss Spaulding, she was very unruly 
and used much profanity during the conversation. 

He said that he has been a police officer for about three years and 
has had the opportunity to see people that have been on drugs. He was 
asked if he felt that Miss Spaulding was acting normal? He answered that 
she wasn't behaving normally in this situation, but when she was at the 
pplice station at Glens Ferry she acted only as if she was scared, but once 
at Mountain Home begain using all kinds of foul language. He said that 
the questioning of Miss Spaulding this time ended about 11:00 a.m. She 
was then taken back to her cell and ho did not see her again. 

He said that he was present when Mp, Creech was brought back at 
approximately 2:00 p.m. that day. 

He was asked if the actions of Miss Spaulding here today were the 
same as on Nov, 1974? He said that here actions were similar but that 
her language was not the same. 


Defendant's Exhibit H (Hill report) marked, identified, offered 

Mr. Thoms questioned the witness on voir dire, objected to the 
exhibit H. 

Mr. Robinson continued examination of Mr. Hill regarding page 8 and و‎ 
of the report regarding the statement of Miss Spaulding that Mr. Creech 
has said that a pocket knife had been held to his throat? Officer Hill 
Said that M», Creech did not say this by that Miss Spaulding had made 
this remark, 

He was asked if there was anyother incorrect statements in the report? 
He said that tnere were not tohis knowledge. 


Defendant's axhibit H was re-offered and admitted. 

Jury was ednonished and excused for lunch. 

Court recessed 12:05 ope 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued cross examination of Mr. Hill, He said thas 
he was not present during all the exaninations of Mr. Creech. He said 
that at the questioning at 2:00 p.m. that afternoon he was not present 
at all times. He thought that Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Woodall were thsre, 
This session lasted about 2 hours. He was asked what type of questions 
were asad in tne early hours at Mountain Home? He said that it was 
generally wnere he had been before nis arrest, route of travel and what 
had occured at Boiss and Lewiston. He said tha jt Mr. Creech had said that 
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Spaulding as a companion. He said that Creech didn't remember any dates 
or who ha got rides with. He was being questioned under the name of 
Tommy Turner at the beginning, but by the tims they started questioning 
Miss Spaulding they knew that his name was Thomas Creech, he said that 
he does not know how this identification was learned, but by 2:00 p.m. 
they knew that the one suspects name was Thomas Creech, He said that 
they also questioned Miss Apaulding as to where they had been prior to 
the arrest end tne method of travel and the routs. He said that there was 
a diffent route of travel given by Miss Spaulding than of Creech. Hea 
siad that Creech said that they left Lewiston, Idaho and went out of the 
State through Oregon, but that Miss Spaulding said that they came through 
Idaho on highway 755 by Grangeville, New Meadows and McCall, l 

He was asked about a written statement by Miss Spaulding. He said 
that he did not know anything about this. ۱ 

He said that the statement of Mr. Creech between 2:00 p.m. and 
ہ۱۰۸۵‎ p.m. was auestioning by Mr. Woodsll, and Mr. Creech answered these 
questions and Mr. Woodall wrote these down, He said that Officer Woodall 
couldn't keep up with all the writing sometimes and these things were 
repsated. He said tnat the answeres were freely given by Mr. Creech 
during this period. After the questioning was finished, Mr. Woodall and 
Mr. Creech went over the written statement and made corrections and these 
corrections were initialed by Mr. Creech and statement was signed at 
bottom of each page by the defendant. After this timo the defendant, 
Creech was taken back to his cell. 

He said that he helped load some of the evidence then went back to 
Glens Ferry. He did not know if Miss Spaulding was questioned after 
8:00 p.m. or not. He was not present in the room at the time that the 
defendant stated that "He needed help", but had been told that he had 
Seid this. He said that he was not present in the room when the first 
page of the statment was taken from the defendant Creech, but was there 
wnen it was signed. He said that the printing was done by Mr, Woodall. 

There was no re direct by Mr. Thomas. 

Witness was excused. 


Georga M, Menzik, Glens Ferry, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by '&. Remaklus. He said that he is & police officer for 
Sheriffs Orfice in Elmore County. That on Nov. 8, 19۲ he was a police 
officer for Glens Ferry, Idaho. He was called from his home by Officer 
Hill to assiss nim in the arrest of three persons on Nov. 8, 1974. He 
told how he met Officer Hill and they went in pursuat of a car going 
down first sureet, that they stopped them on the highway corner, by 
curming on ine police car ligats. The car was an Oldsmobile, white top 
and dark boston. He said that he got out of the car, he was holding a 
loaded siro’ sun, he was using tne door as a shield as he got out of the 
car. Fe said bnat the driver, Mr. Rivers got out of the car and he had 
him place hanzs on head and then had ni lean against the car with his 
nands on ton o? tne Rivers car. Mr. Rivers was pointed out in the court 
room as haying testified here berore. He said that Carol Spaulding got 
out and she was 512286 with hands on top of River car, then the defendant 
Creech rot out Mr. Creech was pointed out by the witness.  Reoo»d will 
snow thas tne witness indicated Mr, Creech, defendant at this trial, 

Ee said tnas Orficer Hill made a pat search of the three suspects. Ee 
said inai ine defendant Creach was dressed in levi jacket, fray shirt and 
pad on a long dark maxi coat with a hood. Ee said 
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on suspects. Officer Hill read tne Miranda warning to the tnree suspects, 
He said that he then asked Mr. Rivers if he could look in his car and was 
told that he could. On the front seat on the floor he found a black hand 
bag. He asked who it belonged to, but received no answer, except that 

Mr. Rivers said that it was not his. He opened the bag and on ths top was 
. a pistol. No one would say who this belonged to. Another pat search was 
made of the three people. He said that he handcuffed the defendant, Creech 
to Miss Spaulding and put them in the patrol car. 

He was asked if any of the three persons responded when given their 
rignts, and then asked if they understood them? He said that all three 
answered yes, and that they understood the rights given to them. 

He then asked Mr. Rivers if he could drive his car into town and 
he said that Mr. Rivers hesitated, but then told him to go ahead, so the 
three suspects were taken by patrol car, by Officer Hill to the Glens Ferry 
Police Station, and he followed them in the Rivers car. They arrived at 
the police station about 2:45 a.m.. ‘Tne three were taken into the station 
and he noticed the identification given to Officer Hill by Creech on tne. 
table and that the picture was not Creech, and this identification was for 
a Joo Carl Adams. He got a consent from Mr. Rivers to search his car, this 
consent was in writing. 

Officer Freeman arrived about 3:40 a.m.. He also gave the miranda 
rights to the three suspects and had them sign a form that they understood 
these rights and had waived the right to have an attorney “present, 

He said that he went out to search Rivers car and fonnd a pillow, 
sleeping bag, a coat( a peacoat type). He examined Exhibit #7 and said 
that this was the jacket, also marked 9031. He examined a levi jacket 
#030 and said that this was the jacket that Creech was wearing when arrested. 
He examined Exhibit #25 and said that this was the black bag taken from the 
Rivers car. Said that exhibits 22 and 23 looked like the gun and holster 
taken from the black bag. He said that he removed tho clio and a shell 
from the chamber of this gun. 

Exhibit No. 25A he said were two boxes of 22 shells taken from purse at 
the police station. 

He said that he had a conversation with Mr. Rivers. He said that he 
was approached at a rest stop by Carol Spaulding and 25250 him if sha and 
her boy friend could sit in ths car out of cold. He said in talking that 
he learned they were all headed basically the same direction, so he offered 
them a ride. They stopped at Glens Ferry for a cup of coffee, just he and 
Carol Spaulding got out of the car, for coffee. 

He said tnat he and Officer Freeman took Carol Spaulding and Mr. 
Creech to Mountain Home. That the two suspects were in the back seat of 
the car and tney did talk among themselves, but that he couldn't over hear 
any of the conversation. He told wnat happened when they reach Mountain 
Home. He said 5555 when they reached Mountain Home, Mr. Creech was taken 
upstairs at tne Sheriff office to a conference room, and Miss Spaulding 
and Mr. Rivers were taken downstairs. At that time the defendant, Creech 
was referred to as Tomy Turner, as after noticing the ID at Glens Ferry 
was not his, he gave them the name Tommy Turner, his name of Creech was 
not learnsd until later in the day. 

Ee said tia tî after helping transport tho three suspects to Mountain 
Eome, he stayed there until approximately 10:00 a.m. and returned to 
Glens Ferz 

He explained the appearance and actions of the defendant when he was 
stopped. He said tnat he was quiet and spoke low and answered all questions. 


Approved: 
4 
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(CONTINUED) 
Av the Glens Ferry Police Station he appeared normal, a little nervous, 
his hair was messed up and eyes were blood shot. At both Glens Ferry and 
Mountain Home ne sat still and answered the questions put to him. On the 
way to Mountain Homa he and Miss Spaulding carried on a conversation, but 
he did not hear any of it. He said that he did not give any of the miranda 
Warnings but witnessed both Mr Hill and Mr. Freeman when they did. At.each 
time all three of the suspects said that they understood the warning and 
waived the rignts, also saw them sign the waiver of rights. 


Mr. Remaklus removed State's Exhibit No. 2. 


s Exhibit No. 57 (Notification of Rights Form, signed Tom Turner) marked, 
fied, offered and admitted. 

State's Exhibit 57 read into the records by Ms Remaklus. 

Jury admonisned 

Court recessed 2:37 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:18 o'clock p.m, 

The cours said that the records here will show that Exhibit #2 from 
the Suppression hearing is marked in #žd this tris! #57. 

It was stivulated between counsel that Mr. Walker could be excused. 

Mr. Maxwell had to return to Cascade, Idaho and will return into 
court again on Wednesday. 

Jurors were returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Menzik as to the conduct of the 
defendant and Miss Spaulding when arrested. He stated both were normal 
acting, maybe a little nervouse. He said that the defendant, Creech and 
Miss Spaulding talked on ths way to Mountain Home, but he couldn! t hear what 
they said. 

He related what happened when they arrived at Mountain Home. He 
said that at Mountain Home, Miss Spaulding three a temper tantrum, calling 
ezerone names, because she wanted a cigarette, and wasn't given one. 

Ke said that he returndd to Glens Ferry around 10:00 a.m. and had no further 
contact with this matter until Oct. 3, 1975 

No further questions. 

It was stipulated that this witness could be excused. 

Jack Freeman, Mountain Home, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
Mie depu, by i. Remeaklus. He said that he is a dective for Elmore County, 

nd nas been Tor vast four years. He related his training and expierences, 
Ha was so employed on Nov. 8, 197l and living in Mountain Home. He was 
called to Glens Ferry on Nov. 8, 197) at approximately 3:10 a.m., to assist 
the Glens Ferry Police. He arrived there about 3:40 a.m. and went to the 
Sity Police Station, Officer Menzik and Officer Hill, defendant, Creech and 
a Carol Spauxzn; and Mp. Rivers were tnere. He pointed out the defendant, 
Tnomas Creech &s ons of the parties at Glens Ferry that night. He vas 
55151680 to the situation by Mr. Hill. The three suspects were present. He 
w23 shown the crivers license given by the defendant in the name of Joe 


ہے ھی 


pê مب‎ 


Cari Adams, wnicn was not the defendants. He viewed the pistol, bag and 
other items taken from the defendants csr or person. Hs wanted to question 
the suspects so ne gave them their rights. He identified the exhibit #57, 
as tne one sisnsa that night, defendant signed as Tom Turner. He told how 
one riecnts were given, that they were signed and witnessed. He said that 
a pizav Lo search was also signed at that time. After that he talked to 
Officer AXTELL on Gnas 250155. Checked tae clothing for stains, he identified 
theas 51 و8653‎ of clothing ss Ez, 2h ocat, ex. 25, purse, 930 jacket, 931 
jacket, G25 trousers, 

Approved: 
Page e; of — -o ۵93 95, zo 
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State's Exhibit #58 (copy of inventory) marked and admitted. 

He seid that all the items mentioned on exhibit 58 were gathered by him and 
turned over to Jim Maxwell, except the two boxes of 22 shells. ; 
He examined exhibit 25A, 22 and 23, he said that there are some items on 
exhibit 58 that have not. yet been mentioned in this trial. He said that 
the bag of Miss Spauldings was delivered to Jim Maxwell, with all the 
contents in it. 

After giving the suspects there rights at Glens Ferry he questioned 
t he defendant why he used the name Tom Turner, wnere he lived. He also 
&sxed Mr, Rivers as to his residence. 

The three suspects were then transported to Mountain Home, he was 
in the car with Mr. Creech: and Miss Spaulding. Mr. Rivers rode in bis car 
with Mr. Hill. Ee s aid on the rife to Mountain Home that the defendant 
and Miss Spaulding carried on a normal conversation, but he could not hear 
what they said. He said that they arrived at Mountain Home approximately 
5:00 a.m., the items taken from the suspects were in the trunk of the car. 
The three suspects were taken into the courthouse and the items in the car 
trunk. Mr. Creech was taken to the first floow for questioning, along with 
the items taken. Mr. Rivers and Misa Spaulding wers taken downstairs. 

He talked with Mr. Creech, Mr. Hill was present at this time, 

Jury excused at this time and admonished by the court. 

The court said that he would like a brief summary what this statment 
of Mr. Creech consisted of by this witness. 

Mr. Hemaklus said that this statement was marked Exhibit D at the 
Suppression Hearing on Oct. 3, 1975. That this statement concerned where 
defendant had been. 

The court asked Mr. Robinson if he agreed to this report. 

Mr. Robinson said that this was okay, paragraphs not testified 
to on Oct. 3, 1975 not to be given, but fully expexts that this entire 
report will be admitted later. ۱ 

The court said that this will be ruled. an at a later date. 

Court recessed 3:55 o'clock p.m. ۱ 

Court reconvened h:10 o'clock p.m. ۱ 

The court suggested that any further foundation for the statement 
by Mr. Freeman would be the same issues given on Oct. 3, 1975, if the court 
could consider the testimony given at that time on this issue. 

it was so stipulated. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Freeman and he said that 
the basic questioning in Mountain Home was pertaining to where he had been 
that week of Nov. 8, 1974 and the rides that Mr. Creech had obtained and 
with who if he mnew. He said that he was not present during the questioning 
of Mr. Creech in ine afternoon at Mountain Home.; He didn't see him again 
until they were preparing to transport Mr. Creech back to Valley County. 

Mr. Robinson objected to any statement that was in the Motion to 
Suppress Hearing Oct. 3, 1975. 

The court said that it can consider this issue in the Motion to 
Suppress, and the exhibit #55, this statement is confidential it was 
voluntarily made after the defendant was given his rights, that page 1 of 
ex. 55 and page 2 of ex. 56 still contain objectional material. He said 
that he didn't want this exhibit to go to the jury until it had been taken 
out, and does not want this read into the record in its entirity now. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all was present. 

Mp, Remaxlus continued to examine ifr, Freeman regarding the conversation 
at Mountain Home and was was told him in Glens Perry. He said that Mr. Creech 
said that he had been in Spokane, Vn the M 
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(CONTINUED) 
Boise, Idaho, going by way of Oregon. He stayed in Boise, Idaho with 
friends. 

He said that the actions of defendant at Glens Ferry were normal, he 
was nervous, as people are who have been arrested, eyes were blood shot, 
he did not talk alot, but answered any auestions put to hin, these actions 
were the same on the ride to Mountain Home, he and Miss Spaulding talked 
quietly in the back of the patrol car, no loud noises, it was dark so ho 
couldn't see any facial features. When he saw the defendant at Mountain 
zone he appeared to be a little more nervouse but actions were the same. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Hr. Freeman. He said that he had a 
conversation with both the defendant, Creech and Miss Spaulding and this 
was early in the morming hours, also had a short talk with the defendant 
at Mountain Home before he went to breakfast with Sheriff Winters, Mr. Rivess, 
CZ?icer Menzik and Mr, Hill, shortly after that he return to courthouse and 
had about an hour session with Carol Spaulding, present at this hearing was 
Mr. Woodall, Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Hill was present part of the time. He 
و‎ aid that he reduced this talk and the days happenings to a report on the 
following morning, Nov. 9, 19Th. 

M», Robinson said that he was finished with his cross examination, 
but asked that this witness remain for call on defendants case. 

Mp. Remaklus said that his next witness would take considerable tive 
and asked the court if it wanted to recess at this time. 

The court said that they would proceed now. 

Wesley Woodall, Post Falls, Idaho, called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Remakius. He said that he is an Investigator for State of Idaho, 
Dept of Law Enforcement and has been for two years. He gave his expierence 
and education in this work. He said that his duty for the State was to 
enforce tne liquor laws and to aid and assist any criminal investigation 
waen his help was requested. On Nov. 5, 197 he was employed in the arsa 
eroound Cascade, Idaho. He was called, to help Sheriff Lenskey in a homicide 
investigation. He went to highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, he 
arrived there about 8:30 p.m., at the scene was Mr. Maxwell, Sheriff Lenskey, 
and the coroner and M». Remaklus. He said that there was an area roped off 
on the west side of the highway, the car lights of the Sheriff's car was 
on pointed at & barrow pit. He looked in this barrow pit and there was a 
sleeping baz and a blanket, under each of these were bodies of two male 9 
Tic tims 


the scens he inspected the bodies and gathered items 
4. 2 
tic 


( ly 
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Plaintiff's Exhibit 1A (Photo) marked and identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 1B (Photo) marked and identified. 
Plaintiff's Ezhibit 10 (Photo) marked and identified. 
Plaintiff's Exa35it 1G (Photo) marked and identified. 
Plaintiff's Exnidit 1J (Photo) marked and identified. 
Ato» his arrival az 
saat he ۶ 3 to be evidence, he put these items in plastic bags and 
marked these. Ze helped to make a sketch of the area. 
zxnibit 3 (sketched area at scene of crina) marked and identified. 
Zxhibit 34 ( enlarsed sketch of ex. 3) ma»ked and identified. 
M". Woodall satd tnai the weather that nizat was cold and overcast. He 
left the area دهدب دود‎ 11:00 o'clock and midnight. 

tems 29252585868 at the scene of ths accident was piece of plastic, 
lacza Dieze or 2555215. He went back to tno scene of accident the next 
morning, ches ansa was che Same as it head been suarded all nient, he took 
“JQ DHOGOS ant SiGe un obar articles. 
Sla api? is 2z5:5!5 TE (shoto) marked end id 
PSisiaqtifi te لے ارت‎ 1L {soso} mesked sai I 
رن وہ‎ EF Maxwell wens with nias ia tha Do 
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(CONTINUED) 
then went on to Donnelly, Idaho to interview some people there. Ths next 
two days were spent interviewing people in McCall, New Meadows and Donnelly. 
Exhibiz 28 end Exhibit 28A (photos of car) were identified. He said that 
he also went to an area south of Cascade where he recovered some papers from 
a river bank, this was close to mile post 9h. On Nov. 8, 197 he went to 
Mountain Home. | 

Jury admonished. 

The court explained that there would be a two day recess as the next 
two days, Sunday and Monday (which is a holiday) is non judicial days and 
the courts are not allowed to operate. 

Court recessed 4:58 p.m. 


SEVENTH DAY 
Oct. 1h, 1975 
One Hundred Ninety Seventh Day 
9:07 o'clock a.m. 
Present as before 


Toe court said that Miss Spaulding had claimed immunity end requested 
that the court appoint an attorney to represent her, and the court has 
appointed Mr. Boyd. Mr. Boyd is present in court at this time with Miss 
Spaulding. This requires that the State state wnat testimony that they 
plan to ask of Miss Spauldin g so Mr. Boyd can be advised. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he had provided Mr. Boyd with a taped interview 
at the State Penitentiary at Boise و‎ by Jim Maxwell, as well as to a hoaring 
he and Mr. Thomas had with Miss Spaulding at the Nevada State Penitentiary, 
also to the transcript of the plea of Guilty by Miss Spaulding, to the 
charge that she is in prison for at this time. This is the area that will 
be questioned. 

The court asked the amount of testimony that the state is going to 
take? 

Mr. Remaklus siad that he will go over this as soon as he gets the 
transcript. 

Mr, Boyd said that he has received the transcript. It is the position 
of Miss Spaulding that she is entitled to the priviledge of self incrimination. 
If this transcript is any indication they take the position that this is. 
privledged, and he is prepared to make a showing as to this. ۱ 

The court said that it meant to limit tnem to the scope of the 
testimony, it is the position of the witness to make a showing end so doinz 
that they can't incriminate themself, but they must make a showing. 

Mr. Boyd said that he intended to make a showing through oral argument 
to tne court. He understands that the court has been furnished this 
information thru a pre trial memorandum 

He alleges that the witness traveled with the defendant to Glens 
Perry. Thai they obtained gas without paying for it, regarding the stolen 
battery charger, the series of events at Glens Ferry, and Lewiston, of 
a robbery of a 7-11 store, does not want to testify as there is enough facts 
that the State might bring charges for either a misdemeanor or a felony, if 
it is possible Carol Spaulding claims the privledge to any series of events 
that can link her to the crimes of the defendant, Thoma3 Creech. Carol 
Spaulding has entered a plea of Guilty to the crime of Accessory. but doas 
not want to put herself in the position of double jeopardy, they can't take 
the chance that the Idaho Supreme Court is not the controlling law. | 

The court said that the question on the last point referring that 
she nay be an accessory after the fact, not the principal, she may still be 


prosecuted for this. ۱ 
in teynaccouns. 
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(CONTINUED) . 

Mr. Robinson stated that he intends to show various crimes against 
United States. 

The cours said that assuming this situation developes he wants to 
hear Mr. Boyds position if Mr. Robinson intends to call Hiss Spaulding 
for a defense witness. 

Mr. Boyd seid that they will claim the privledge against self- - 
incrimination. 

lie. Robinson said that he did contact Mr. Boyd end told him that he 
would make his entire file open for him to look at, they made a tentative 
annointment but Mr, Boyd has not made himself available as yot. He does 
intend to call Carol Spaulding as a defense witness. 

Mr. Thomas made statement to the court he said that they plan to 
iinit their direct examination to the two murders near Donnelly, Idaho 
end the arrest at Glens Ferry. The witness is not limited to testimony 
she has already testified to, so not entitled to the privledge and cannot 
incriminate herself, she has already testified to the information sought. 

The court said that the privledges tends not only direct information 
for incrimination but information that might lead to the incrimination of 
witness. IF she is placed dirsctly at the crime this could be incriminating, 
couldn't it? 

Mr. Thomas made a statment to the court the' court knows what the 
previous testimony was so can fortell what the testimony here will be. 

She can't be compelled to reveal testimony. Mr. Thomas said that the 
position here might be that onoe she has given this testimony and layed out 
ohe facts, thess facts having been stated under oath that she was not 
involved in these crimes that this would have taken care of this. 

The court said that testimony given under oatn does not constitute 
a waiver. 

Mr. Boyd asked if it was tne contention of th» State that there was 
s079 sort of waiver in former testimony. He said that he has not seen the 
Sranscript so is not prepared to argue this at this hearing. It is his 
understanding that formar testimony is not a waiver. 

The court said that the Guilty plea to Accessory considered a waiver 
there, He will sustain the privledge unless the State is prepared to grant 
Lamunity'. 

Me. Thomas said that he would like to order Miss Spaulding to testify 
under the grant of immunity 

Mr. Boya asked if the State was proceeding under 1111 oe 1115? 

The court said that if Miss Spaulding was in agreement thay would 
procesd unde» 131. 

Me, Boyd said that there was no agreement with the State on behalf 
of his client 35 would be proceeding under 1115, 

Mp. Thoma3z agreed that this was correct. 

The cours said that ha would like to get the waiver question resolved 
before procesdaing. 

M». Bova said that he would like to ssa the transcript first. 

The cours asked when this would be? 

Mp, Tnoma3 said that withing tho next couple days. 

Me, Boyd said that he can ba prepared as far 83 briefings today. 

Tne court said that he didn't need a transcript for brieting so can 
cona in afzor evening recess tonight. ۱ 


Mee 3373 27278988 to this. 
une mers de vum that if iu is dstermined as a matter of law this 
na3 been waivar, tais would concluda tne matter, if not the Stats could 
make an ue aa for immunity, so the court 99353 no reason z this should 
not be z^an5233, and the enue woul? 27457 Approved: her Tasa far as 
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(CONTINUED) 
the court can tell, Miss Spaulding will be required to testify. 
Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 


SSS 


Me, Remaxlus continued to direct examine Mr. Woodall. He said that 
he went to Mountain Home on Nov. 8, 197l with Jim Maxwell, arriving about 
8:30 a.m., they stopped for breakfast then went to the Sheriffs office in 
Elmore County, present was Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Freeman, Mr. Hill and Sheriff 
Winters. Hs was taken upstairs in the Sheriffs office to the County 
Commissioners room where the items taken from the tnree suspects were, he 
ermined these tnings., He also interviewed Carol Spaulding in this room. 

He was examined on Exhibits 22 and 23 the gun and holster, ex. 2l coat, 
ex. 25, black bag, ex. 25A two boxes of shells, Ex. 1ا‎ 10 shells, 0 
leyi jacket of Mr. Creech, Q 31 a blue coat, these items were identified 
by Me. Woodall. 

The record will show that Q30, Q31, 925 are all part of trial ex. h7, 
along with the following items. 

Q23 gray shirt, identified. 

Q25 gray trousers, identified 

Q32 and Q33 socks, identified 

025 and 027 2 shoes, identified 

Q29 Belt, identified. 

He said that after he checked the physical evidence he interviewed Miss 
Spaulding, present at this interview was himself, Carol Spaulding, Mr. Hill 
part of the time and Mr. Freeman part of tne time and Mr. Maxwell. During 
this questioning Miss Spaulding related direction of travel and places thay 
stayed and incldents that happened. He said that this Interview was about 
10:00 a.m. on Nov. 8, 197l, he said that he had no other conversation up 

to that time or the rest of the day. He said that Miss Spaulding told him 
she came from Lewiston and they had gotten a ride with two men, going 
through Grangeville, down the highway to McCall, she Was with the defendant, 
She said that Tom (deft) shot those guys, she ran from the car and he told 
her to come back or he would shoot her too. She identified the car as one 
she and Tom had gotten a ride in, She» referred to the place where Tom 
snot the 2 guys and put the bodies in a ditch, they got in the car and 
proceeded towards Boise, the car ran out of gas, They slept in the car 

for awnile and then tried to push the car in the river. They went on to 
Boise for two days after that. She said that they had stayed with some 

men in Boise, wnen they left they got 8 ride, 

After the interview Miss Spaulding was taken down stairs to her cell. 
He said that he then went to lunch and awaited the arraignment proceedings 
for Miss Spaulding, he appeared with Miss Spaulding. 

At about 1:30 p.m.he went to the police station in Mountain Homa, he 
was with Mr. Mexwell, Mr. Hill. 

Jury admonished 

Court recessed 10:05 a.m. 

Court rsconvened 10:15 a.m. ۱ 

Mp. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Woodall. He said that he was 
at the call where the defendant was and took the defendant to the office in 
tna police station, tnis was about 2:00 p.m., Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Hill, the 
defendant and himself was present, The first thing that he did was give 
the miranda warning to the defendant, Wr. Woodall read the miranda warning 
to the jury. He asked the defendant if he understood his rights and if ho 
wanted to talx to them. The defendant said that he understood his rights 
and tha} ne was willing to talk to ther. 

Plaintiff's Sxhibit #55 ( Notification of rights, copy of statement time) 
icentified, offered and &cuitted. Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 
Mr, Remaklus read Exhibit #55 into the records. 
fter the defendant signed the waiver of rights he took the form and 
filled out the top of the voluntary statment (State's Exhibit #55), and 
started to interview, he said that at the beginning of tne interview that 
Tom Creech said "I did it, I did it" this was a spontaneous statement. He 
describered the appearance of the defendant when the statement taken. -At 
the beginning he started out asking questions, but after a time the defendant 
was talking so fast that he had to get him to slow down so he could write 
iz down. He said that during this statement the defendant looked tired and 
was nervous, had blood shot eyes. After tbe statement was finished they went 
back to the first page made necessary corrections and had the defendant put 
nis initals on each correction and each page was signed at the bottom by 
she defendant, this proceedure was carried out through out the entire seven 
pages of the statement. After tnis was finished tne statement was witnessed 
oy himself and Mr. Hill, The statement was hend printed by him, but the 
initials were put on by Mr. Creech. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 56 (statoment) marked, identified, offered. 
Mp, Robinson oojected, he presented argument. This objection was 
basically covered in the Suppression Hearing. 
The court said the exhibit would be admitted except for the objections 
ruled on of Mr. Robinsons, as to page 5 a portion of page ۰ 


Plaintiff's Exhibit #56 admitted except for deletions ordered. by court. 
The court said tnat the records will show that the court just added brackets 
in red pen and written word "end" where statement is to stop. 


Mr. Remaklus continued to question Mr. Woodall? He said in answers 
vo questions that the printed matter at the top of vages were read to the 
defendant before tne statement. This printed matter was read into the 
record along with the portion of the statement admitted by the court. 

Mp, Woodall stated that after taking the statement the defendent was 
returned to the cell, a couple of hours later was taken before the Magistrate 
court for erraignment procesdings. After that the defendant and Carol 
Spaulding was transported back to Valley County, by Mr. Mason, Mr. Maxwell, 
and himself. 

He said that when the defendant appeared before the Magistrate he 
was read his ۳ 2۳ 9 again. 


tate's Exhibit ‘No. 59 (copy Miranda Warning given deft.) marked, identified 
offered and tne oer Was vitdprawn and Mr. Remaklus stated that this had 
not been subnir;s3 to Mr. Robinson before the trial. - 
ir. Robinson objected. 
Mp. Remakius withdrew his offer to withdraw. 


State's Exhibit =59 Admitted. 


Exhibit No. 59 read into the records. 
He said that tne defendant, Miss سے۔۔‎ and all tne items taken were 
transported back in the county car 
Jury 1 00 
Court re2essed 11:07 a.m. 
Court »2conzened 11:20 p.m. 
Jury returned it was stipulated all present, 
Mo, وا دود‎ continued questioning Mr. Woodall 
State's Seytoige #10, 11, T2, T3, offered end adaithed. 
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(CONTINUED) 
Plaintiffs Exhibits #22 and #23 was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit #24 (Q17) was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #25 was offered and sdmitted. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit #25A was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #41 was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit ys raat Zh and #45 was offered and refused. 
Plaintiffs Exhibit # 46 (Q5) offered and admitted | 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #47 ( 925, Q26, 927, 928, Q29, Q30, Q31, Q32, and Q33) 
identified. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #48 (Q6) offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #60 (copy of F.B.I. report 12/3/74) marked, identified, 
orfered and admitted. 

It was stipulated between counsel for the plaintiff and counsel for 
the defendant that #017 thru O19 may bə considered part of Plaintiff's 
Exhibit #7. 

The court said that it would be so stipulated. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to question Mr. Woodall. He asked him to check 
Q17 thru 035 and tell which items he tad transported from Mountain Home 
to Cascade. Ur. Woodall said that he had transported all of them. He 
Said that he had transported the defendant back from Mountain Home but had 
no further contact with him or Miss Spaulding until the trial, except a 
brief appearance in court at Ada County, Idaho. 

Mr..Robinson cross examined Mr. Woodall regarding his activities on 
Nov. 8, 1974? He said that he arrived in Mountain Home about 8:30 a.m. 
and met with Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Freeman, Mr. Hill and Paul Rivers at the 
ElRancho Cafe for breakfast, these person were all law officers except 
Mr. Rivers. There he was given information 850115 this case against 
defendant and Miss Spaulding. He first saw Miss Spaulding at the Elmore 
County Courthouse, where he went to look at the items collected as exhibits. 
He described the behaviour of M,ss Spaulding at that time, as loud nasty 
talking and angry. He began quéstioning M s3 Spaulding about 10:00 a.m., 
present at that time was Miss Spaulding, Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Hill and himself. 
This session lasted approximately one hour. He said that Carol Spauldings 
attitude during this session was belligerent, foul talking, very sullen 
attitude, making derogatory statements to police officers. He said that 
he would not consider that she was under the influence of any drugs at 
that time, her sveech was clear and she walked without any trouble, shs 
sat in her chair with her feet up and her head down, She was asked if she 
understood the questions and she would nod her head Yes. After about 
5 or 10 minutes she sat up and talked to them, she told them where she 
lived, about her mother, that she had ran away from home and where she met 
the defendant, Mr. Creech. That she met Mr. Creec at a carnival in Fresno, 
California. She said that she had been with the defendant about 2 months. 
She kept asking for a cigarette, when she was refused she would get sullen. 
She never asxed for any drugs or medical aid. She was questioned if she 
was on drugs and she answered that she was not. 

He was asked what method of Questioning had been used before Carol 
Spaulding came forth with the information abuut the denth of Bradfor and 
Arnold? 

He said that he first made sure that Miss Spaulding understood hier 
rights, she was told that she could bave an attorney present, and when 
told this she said Tom shot those guys, He said that he was not present 
during the entire questioning of Miss Spaulding. 

Ee was asked if the statement of Miss Spaulding vas ever reduced to 
writing? He said that he nad not did so, That Mr. Hill nad included it 
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He was asxed if Miss Spaulding had been shown photographs and how she 
reacted if she had been. He said that she hung her head and cried some, 
did identify some of then. 

Tae jury was admonished. . 

Courv recessed 12:02 p.m.. j 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m.. 

Jury was returnad and it was stipulated that all were present, 

Mr. Robinson continued to cross examine Mr. Woodall as to his 
qualifications to investigate matters like this. He said that hs has 
served many communities, has been on the police force and also was chief 
of police, he is now a detective for the Dept. of Law Enforcement for the 

cate of Idano., has interrigated many persons in investigations. He was 
asked how many of these people tell untrue stories at the time of auestion- 
ing? ir. Woodall said that some have told untrus stories, but alot of 
them return and tell that what they had told before was an untruth. He 
was asked what his opinion was regarding the statement given by Miss 


Spaulding? He said that the first 5 minutes of questioning of Miss Spaulding 


hi 
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her attitude was belligerent, talking vulgar, sullen attitude, but 0 
respond to the questioning. 

He said that he can't racall any direct line of questioning to get 
the routs of travel of Spaulding and Creeh, just asked questions, He 
said that he knows nothing about a written report of ths statement of 
Carol Spaulding, other that what was in Mr. Hills report. The questioning 
was not taped, She said very little during the first five minutes of 
questioning, but then opened up and really started to talk and tell what 
took place. When she started to tell about the deaths of the two men she 
would talk then pause. He said that she and Mr. Creech had been in 
Lewiston vith her nother, then they went toward Boise, Idaho, getting 8 
ride with two men in & car, while with the 2 men they stopped to drink 
&tong the way. When they left Boiss they got a ride with these two men, 
Arnold and Bradford, they drank while enroute, and one of them made advances 
twards her and she told Tom Creech about this, When they stopped the car 
for her to 3o to the restroom, Tom shot those two men, she started to run, 
but Tom Creech told ner to come back or he would shoot her too, they put 
the men in tia ditch and covered them uo. They then got in the car and 
drove on, they stopped awhile and slept in the car for a wille, They went 
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on end the car ran out of gas, they then tried to push ths car over the 


bank into the river, but couldn't. l 
mie KO soson asked if Miss Spaulding had mentioned the fact that ono 


of tne men had neld a knife at Mr. Creech!s throat? 
MP. Wooi2zil 3 said that she had mentioned that Wayne had knife at 
Tons EAE 
Mr, Robinson asked if he had feit at the time that Miss Spauldin, 
vas Guestioned iF tne statement had been rehearsed? 
“re manmazlus objected, no proper foundation. 
09 ا عفرت‎ es, 
“>, woodal said that he does not ramember, but felt at the tima 
that it might nave been a made up story, but not sure that he made any 
atatemens to Tris effect, 
Zi? vas asxed if he had related to Mr. Creech, what Carol 
5383101210823 rad Po.ated in her Statement? Ur, Woodall said that he had not. 
ce said ust bro voluntary Stacannan of Er. Greech bezan about 
Sr Dy Tos m2 was asxed if Mr. Creech nad heen questioned before the 
×9 رواب تیا‎ STAKE Dosan? Mr. Woodall caid trat there were no questions 
DST OFS tuo statement was oiran. 


Approved: 7 
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(CONTINUED) 


He said that the first thing before any sthtment was taken, the defendant 
was given his rights. Up until this time the defendant had given no 
information of the circumstances. There had been no previous session 
with Mr. Creech, the only information he had on this matter was gathsred 
from other officers.. He said that the officers learned the defendants 
identity as Thomas Eugene Creech, before that time they thought that his 
name was Tom Turner, The voluntary statement was taken under the name 

of Creech. He said that after the questioning had started the defendant, 
Creech broke in in a crying voice saying "I did it, I did it, I did it." 
He did not seem to be under the influence of any drug. His appearance 

at the time, was hair messed up, blood shot eyes, and his hands shook, 
and unkempt clothing, but he felt this was only natural under the situation 
and the fact that the defendant had not had any sleep for about 2h hours, 

Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant had been questioned regarding 
any medication o» drugs that he might have taken? Mr. Woodall said that 
he had not. 

Mr. Woodall said that after the questioning started the informat- 
came pouring out and they had to stop him in order that they could write 
it down, this resulted in leaving blank spaces in ths statement as they 
couldn't write it down fast enough. It was not necessary to rpomot the 
defendant at all. The voluntary statement was completed about 4:00 p.m.. 
This voluntary statement was gone over with the defendant after it was 
completed and the defendant initaled and signed. each page of this 
statement. _ 

Mr. Robinson asked if the story told by Mr. Creech was the same 
as that told by Carol Spaulding? 

Mr. Woodall said that it was not the same, not exactly. 

He was asked why the defendant gave the voluntary statement, or 
was he ever asked? Mr. Woodall said that he did not ask, he had no reason 
to. He said that he was in the area collecting evidence on the double 
murder, when the defendant gave the voluntary statement. This did not 
complete his investigation, he said that he interviewed many other parsons 
taking their statements. | 

Mr. Robinson asked if the investigation ever continued as to 
determining if they had the right parties in this crime? 

Mr. Woodall said that it did, be said that lab tests were müde, 
people were interviewed, such ns the young man at a service station, in 
Grangeville. 

Mr, Robinson asked if during the investigation if he ever had 
information ziven him that there were more than l people in the car, in 
the area of New Meadows? j 

Mr. Woodall said that at one time that he had information about 
this but that it proved false, it was in connection with another car and 
did not concern the same people. 

He was asked about the number of times that Mr. Creech said 
that he shot the 2 men? Hr. Woodall said that at one time he said 2 
times and ones time he said 3 times. He said that Mr. Creech never did 
say that one of the men held a knife to his throat, this statment was 
made by Carol Spaulding. 

ıi”, Robinson asked if he nad questioned the defendant at any 
other times that the voluntary statement? 

l mr. Woodall said that he had questioned him 3 or ہا‎ times while 
he was in jail. 

~r.. Woodall was asked if he ever saw the defendant spaced out 
on druzss? =e said tht he hed not. Approv 
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(CONTINUED) 
Mr. Remaklus questioned Mr. Woodali on re-diroct. He asked 
him about tne voluntary statement given by Mr. Creech. He said that the 
dash markes on the pages were when he was talking to fast to have all 
the information written down. Mr. Remaklus asked if there had ever been 
any reason to believe that the crime had been committed by someone else? 
Mr. Woodall said there had not. 
۱ M», Woodall said that Mr. Creech had told in the statement that 
"om Arnold had been driving the car, Mr.. Creech was on the passenger 
side, Carol Spaulding was in the middle of the front seat and Mr. Bradford 
was in back seat. 
Mr. Remaklus asked if Mr. Creech ever said where Carol: Spaulding 
yas sitting when he shot the two men? 
Mr. Woodall said that he understood that Miss Spaulding was 
outside the car at the time. 
There was no further questions at this time. Mr. Woodall is 
to remain in court for further questioning. | 
Witness excused. 


William Schreiber, Lewiston, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr, Remaklus. He stated that he is 68 years of age, and has 
lived lived in Lewiston area for 53 years, and has lived at 2h03 eisth 
street for the past 15 years. Mrs Spaulding resides at this same address 
with her two children and he rents from Mrs, Spaulding a room. He was 
living at this address on Nov. 3, 197l}, and was in the house during that 
time. Carol Spaulding and the defendant, Thomas Creech visited at that 
time ( defendant was pointed out by witness). They were around Lewiston 
for با‎ or 5 days, they stayed at this house for the first 2 or 3 days they 
were in town, Mrs. Spaulding and Cathy Spaulding was there too. 

. He said that he was at home on Nov. 3, 197), but didn't remain 
there all the time, he usually went down own during the day. When he 
left the house Miss Carol Spaulding and Mr. Creech were there, but had 
left the houze by the time he returmed. He identified Plaintiffs Exhibit 
No. 22 as the gun tnat he owned, he had it fer 3C years, traded a 30-30 
for it and got ‘the pistol and 5015 552. He kept the gun and holster between 
his mattress and spring on his bed, in his room. He also kept a pellet 
zun under his mattress too, at that time he had $549.00 under his mattress 
just about 16 inehes from the gun, but the money was under a sheet. He 
noticed the تناج‎ was missing, but did not report it to ths insurance company 
until the next morins and to the police. He did not give anyone permission 
to take the sun and holster. He had not seen the sun until in the court 


room. 
M», Podinnon cross examined Mp, Schreiber. He asked who else 
had been visiting in the Spaulding home, when the defendant and Carol 
Smaulding vas there? He said that Cathy Spaulding and Mrs. Spaulding was 
there and some person called Dan, he didn't remamber his last name, but 
he is now a missionary in the Morman church. He described Dan. 
He pas asked if Dan nad ever tnreatened hin? He answered that he had not. 
Zo stated that Dan lived in Clarkston, Wn, He was asked if any other persons 
were in the rouse at that time? He said that several person had been in 
and out at bhat time while Carol Spauiding was there. He was asked if he 
had ever seen M», Creech before that time? He said that ho had not, He 
wa3 asied hox tne dsfendant acted while at the Spaulding house? He said that 
he didu't pat much RESON, but he wae culta whenever he saw Him. Ths 
dez thas tae sun vAS sone, the 0۳۵۴ sersons that he had seen in tho house 
wag vee Gelencant, Carol Spaulding, “27s. Spnduldin; and Cathy Snauldins. 
He was aske2 i^ ha yas feniliar with the + GS mari ius or 75x? Ne said 
BAA 7 
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Defendant | 
^ (CONTINUED) 
that he was and that he had encountered that odor in the house, but was 
not there all ths time. 

There were no further questions for tne defense. 

Jury was admonished 

Court recessed 2:h5 p.m 


Court reconvened 2:55 p.m. 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 


Eldon C. Palmer, Boise, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr, Thomas. He said that he is the Sheriff of Ada County, 
Boise, Idaho and has been for three years, He gave his exvierence and 
educational background. His first contact with the defendant was on 
Nov. 19, 1974 (defendant was pointed out by Mr. Palmer), when he was moved 
to Ada County for security reasons, There had been problems in the County 
Jail and he had been called, he observed the defendant on the floor, 
present was 2 other officers, the defendant was incoherent and not responding.. 
He said that he talked to the defendant and told him to sit up and talk to 
him, he advised the defendant that he felt that he was faking and if he 
didn't come around he would put him in solitary confinement. The second 
time he was called by defendant, because he wanted to talk to him. Ho and 
the States Investigator went upstairs and sat down and talked to defendant. 
He continued meeting and taking time to talk to defendant many times while 
he was in his jail. He was then moved back to Cascade, Ida, back to Boise 
and then to Wallace, Idaho. These meetings were usually requests of the 
defendant, both oral and written requests. The miranda warning was given 
to the defendant many times when he was in the presence of the defendant. 

The court asked Mr, Palmer about the substance of the conversations 
with defendant, He said that he felt that this should be discussed outside 
the presence of the jury. 

Jury excused. 

Tne court asked that a foundation be laid as to the voluntariness 
of the conversation, as this is his main concern. | 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer. He said that the defendant 
had been advised of his rights, he related just what the defendant 5 
advised of, The defendant told him that he knew Hs rishts, so he slacked 
off giving rights to defendant. On April 8, 197b the defendant was given 
Miranda warning, and defendant again advised him that he knew his rights. 
He said that this was in a friendly manner when defendant told him he knew 
his vlchos. 

On pril 8, 1975, he conducted an interview, which was taped, 
present vas Mr, Dykes, the defendant and himself, This was conducted in 
the detective annex, and Mr. Dykes is a detective from California. He said 
that the tape was reduced to written form, and this tape has been conformed 
to the Order of the Court and material excluded starts on page ۰ 

Tre court said that he was just concerned as to the voluntariness 
of the statement. He asked if an attorney had been appointed at that time, 
lf not was he advised of his right to an attorney and to have one present 
during the conversation? Mr. Palmer said that he had been. 

The court said that he did not have to hear the tape but would 
read the material, The court said that he has what kas been marked as 
exhibit .وبا‎ Ee asked if Mr. Thomas wanted the entire document made a part 
of the record, 

M». Thomas said that he did, 

Mr, Robinson refered to top of pase 7, 10 lines from the top 
of page, Mr. Robinson objected as to it being voluntary, when he had a 


attorney. Approved: 
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2 court said that he is only interested at this time to know 
e risnts to defendant, he would take cognizance of what the 
efendant said in the transcript. | 
. Palmer said the defendant was read his rights and that this 
is an accurats transcription of the tape. . 5 

Tha court said that exhibit #19 has been admitted for limited 
purposes. That in reading page 48 of the statement, the defendant reférred 
to the rights that had been read to him previously, he wondered if counsel 
include this in foundation, referring to page 1 (Dykes) pagelj2 (Palmer) and 
any place where rights referred to. 

This was agreed to by counsels. 

Mr.. Palmer said that the defendant was not satisfied with his 
attorney and wanted to fire him, and agreed to talk to him without attorney. 

Mr. Thomas said that on page 53 was another reference to rights, 
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Plaintiffs Exhibit No.. 61 (letter 6/9/75) marked for purpose of this 
hearing, no; vo go to jury, identified and offered. 


Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 62 (envelope) marked, identified and offered. 
Plaintiffs Exhibits No. 61 and 62 admitted for this hearing only. 

Mp. Palmer said in regards to the tape, there was talk about the 
murders and the charge filed against defendant, defendant appeared to know 
what he was saying, was calm and collected in good health and in control 
of all his faculties, he was not hesitant, his speech was clear and he 
understood well, He was asked if he wanted to talk to Mr. Dykes and the 
defendant agreed to. ۱ 

Mr, Robinson questioned Mr, Palmer? He asked if hə wasn't 
aware that the defendant was represented by attorney, Ward Hower? Mr. 
Palmer answered that he was. He was asked if he had inquired of the 
defendant many times regerding out of state involvements? Mr, Palmer 
answered that he had, and he had called defendants counsel many times 
telling him that the defendant wanted to talk, Mr. Palmer yas asked if 
ne advised counsel what the questions were about? He said that he had and 
he was told to so ahead and talk to defendant. 

Mr, Robinson asked Mr. Palrer how many trips were taken out of 


tao Stato o7 isano? dr, Palmer said nuxsrous trins pda taksen. Ha was 
asked about a »1aae crash near Barstow, California. He said that the 
tranmserint vas orior to the plane crash, prior to the date of the transcript 
he hdd been +ith the defendant in Wyoming and Montana. 


“>, 29dinson questioned him about trin to New Mexico. Ue said 
that he can't remember what Mr. Creech talked to him about on that trip. 
sdinson said that he had been advised that the defendant, 
en freaked out or spaced out many occassions. Mr. Palmer 
not so spaced out tht he was giving any trouble or was a 
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was asked if he knew if defendant was on druss, such as LSD,‏ وت 
MP.. Palmer zaid that the defendant never was on LSD he may have gotten 8‏ 
mari tne FAY mo mnowledzo of any other 5 rSa.‏ 
M^». Palner was asked heu many times, if he knew, that Mr, Ward‏ 
Mower visited the defendant? Mp, Palzer said that thers were visits, ha‏ 
lie said there were times that Mr, Creech wanted to‏ لیو سرد دی Ts tiot silo Ass‏ 
chose oo Mo. Touer bub Br. ower had rob} responded. Mr, Palmer was asked‏ 
defendant had lied to Mr, Hower and hins2lf and he answered that the‏ ?3 
when the defendant was 81112‏ هب to‏ درم + بخ Soy S295 LE wes‏ وت EE‏ 
yoo TUS GT LZ LI Approved:‏ 
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(CONTINUED) 
Mr. Robinson asked if Mr. Palmer was of the opinion that the defendant was 
uphavpy with his attorney at the time of the transcript? Mr. Palmer said 
that he was aware of this, but it was not referred to in transcript, but ne 
knew that the defendant wanted to change attorneys. 

Mr. Robinson questioned him about the transcript. He said that 
there is refermnces to out of state mtters in transcript, but that he can't 
remember what all is in the transcript. He said that many representations 
made by defendant are untrue, he has tried to verify if truth, but some 
statements untruth. He was asked if he felt that pages h7, 8لا‎ and وبا‎ of 
Statment could be untrue? Mr. Palmer ansered that they could be. 

Mr, Robinson said that on page h7, 4 lines from the bottom, if 
these questions referred to Bradford and Arnold? Mr. Palmer answered it 
did, 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr, Palmer if the responses of Mr. Creech was 
& "I don't care attitude"? Mr. Palmer said that he felt that Mr. Creech did 
cares, this was displayed in many areas, wasn't just responding for rewards 
such as trips out of state. ۱ 

The court questioned Mr, Palmer regarding attorney of Mr..Creech? 
He said that Mr. Creech wanted to see his attorney to fire him, that he 
had at a prior time fired him, 

| Mr. Thomss questioned Mr. Palmer asked if he had initiated the 
idea that defendant should fire attorney? Mr. Palmer said that he had not. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer how long before Apr. 28, 1975 
had he been &ware of the conflict between defendant and his attorney? 

Mr, Palmer said for some time. He asked Mr. Palmer if during this time 

he had made any effort to contact Mr. Hower regarding this. He said that 

he had talked to Mr. Hower, this was after the written statement of defendant. 
Mr, Robinson asked who the defendant was getting legal advise from at that 
time? Mr. Palmer said that he had no idea, maybe other inmates, - 

The court asked if there was any further argument on voluntariness? 

Mr.. Robinson objected as to circumstances, 

Mr. Thomas presented argument to the court. 

zm, Robinson presented argument to the court. 

The court objected as to accuracy goes weight but as to voluntar- 
iness of the statement this will be overruled. There is no showing that 
there were any threats or coercion. That the letter of defendant of June 
1975 and all statement given were free and voluntary and of his own free 
will, under no threat or pressure, That defendant was defendant was fully 
advised of his rights and his right to have an attorney present at all times, 
but it is not clear if defendant waived the right or not, that the statement 
of defendant of "I don't care" not adequate, so would sustain that objection. 
Must be a clear cut advise when starting to question regarding Idaho cases 
end a clear cut waiver. The court advised counsel that it could be used 
for impeachment purpose if defendant takes the stand and gives conflicing 
statements. 

Mr. Thomas said that the State objects to the right to exclusive 
evidence as no timely Motion was made at the Motion to Surpress Hearing. 

fhe court said that he does not feel Motion to Suprress needed 
here as adequate foundation not laid. 

Mp, Thomas said that he would proceed with Mr. Mason as to 
the confession and statement in the plane crash. 

Jury was returned and admonished and recessed for the evenins. 


Alvin H. Mason was called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. 


Thomas. 55 seid that he is with tne Dept, of Law Enforcement in Boise, Ida, 
Approved: 
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۱ (CONTINUED) 
He said that he is with the Chief Bureau of Narcotics. That he has been 
involved with the investigation of Thomas Eugene Creech, such as taking 
statements and on May ربا‎ 1975 he was traveling in a plane with defendant 
and others, the plane crashed. He explained how tha crash had occurred 
that one of the vassengers aboard had trouble breathing, so an attempt was 
made to help him, this was to no avail, so the piolot attempted to set’ the 
Dlane down to a lower altitude, Mr. Taylor still failed to respond so - 
decided to land, and they went down through the clouds and broke into a 
valley which 250 snow covered ground, attempted to set down on a rodd-and 
was caught in a cross wind, and plane crashed. The defendant was upset by 
cone crash and became very nervous and excited, After he settled down they 
rad a conversation for 15 to 20 minutes, 
Court recessed ۷:25 p.m. 
Court reconvened h:35 p.m. 
Mr. Tnomas continued to question Mr. Mason. He asked if he had 
any conversations after that time? He said he did. He was asked if he had 
2 3420 any questions about Bradford or Arnold? He said he had not, He 
said that the defendant was sitting on his right and he asked if he was 
munt or cold but that vas the only questions. He said that defendant then 
tarted to talk to him regarding the killing of Arnold and Bradford. "He 
ا‎ this really made Christians out of me, I had no reason to kill those guys 
the jury ought to rind me Guilty". 
He was asked the nature of the discussion, and did he ask any 
questions regarding the murder? He said he had not. 
He said that he was just happy to be alive and so was Mr,. Creech, 
He said that the behaviour of the defendant was much as it was here today. 
His manner of speech was normal, just a normal vountary statement. He said 
vonat he assumed that he was talking about the Idaho murders, but the defendant 
didn't 1136 any names. 
. Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr, Mason? He asked who was present 
waen statement made? He said that at that time Set. Tom Taylor, defendant 
and himself. 


He was asked where they had been? He stated they had gone to 
٦ 


Sarstow, Calif, lo ng for several bodies. This accident took place on the 
Flight home. Mo bodies were found in Calif. He said that this was not his 
first trip out of State with the defendant, had cone to New Mexico in March 
of T975- 

Mp, Fobinson examined him about the ylans crash nnd how it 
haopened. He said that when the plane landed it was going approximately 
120 miles per H>., it cot blown off the road and tipped on his nose, the 
rignt wing in 2 Dond then the plane settled down. They kicked the door open 
on tbe pilot sice, tne; took Sat. Taylor outside on the road and saw that 
me was alive, went back to set "Creech, then saw to the Sheriff and the pilot. 
3aenilf Palmer Soos the cuffs off Creech when they were all outside, they 
essisted Taylor. Tre weather was windy with snow and rain. Thay ۵ 
outside tna piace Zo» 5 -6 minutes, he took off his jacket and put it on 
the defendant, ‘thay then got back in the plane, the Sheriff and pilot 
stayed outsits, Several minutas later the Sheriff went looking for help. 
se SAJ that mis sun had fallen out of his pocket and the defendant found 
At, picked it up and handed the zun to Taylor. The conversation of the 
derencdany preferred 5028768 took place befors he handed the gun to Sst. Taylor. 
ia said that the pians crash was in Nevada and the defendant did exorass 
5979 Sear o7 Paine tieveada. They were ther 858155 h hours, 

«Xn. ogbizson oo3ected vo bris ststement. of defendant, 5e said 
Shan 15 was £2 Teague and evasive, that $2 GOUT bs tied to تر یی سور‎ and 
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(CONTINUED) 

Mr. Thomas said that all this goes to the weight not admissability. 

The court said that the record will reflect that a jury trial in this 
case had been set on the date this occurred, this trial was to take place 
at Cascade, Idaho. 

Mr. Robinson made statement 

Mr. Thomas said that there was no evidence that there was any bodies 
found in Barstow, Ca. 

Mr. Robinson said that a total of 12 bodies had been recovered in 
ovher jurisdictions from information given by defendant, these bodies were 
found in several other states. — 

The court said that this does not go to the voluntariness of the 
statement. This was a voluntary statement and required no rights. He 
would restrict the State from presenting this evidence as to why the trip 
wes taken but not to the date it occurred. 

Mr. Remakius ask if this would stop them from ۲9 28ہ‎ to the weather 
if the state isn't referred to. 

The court answered No. 

Mr. Robinson stated that the defense is prepared to present testimony, 
that the defendant does not remember ever making the statement. 

The court said that there was no other jury trial pending so it is 
reasonable to related this statement to the Idaho case. This goes to the 
weight no admissability. 


mA 


۳ ۱ 

At this time Mr. Boyd came before the court regarding Carol Spaulding 
he said that he was not able to find any authority for theory that any 
testimony at a prior hearing would not constitute a waiver as to statement 
in this hearing. 

Mr. Thomas said that he is positive that since Miss Spaulding did 
testify under oath as to the same factsinvolved here, that she did waive 
her ight and has no claim here to self incrimination, unless it is to 
purge herself. 

Mr, Boyd said that he is in any testimony given before had to be taken 
in connection with this proceedings and there was no way of knowing what 
evidence would be asked in this bearing. There was no cross examination 
there and this is an entirely different situation. 

Mr. Thomas said that he had no further argument, but did not think 
the danger of incrimination was very strong. 

The court stated feels that there might be some danger, the witness 
is entitled to privledge, unless it had been waived, he will hold no 
waiver of priviedge, so to use testimony of Miss Spaulding would avail 
immunity statute, if proper request for grant of immunity is proposed. 

Mr. Boyd said that if immunity is granted, then Miss Spaulding will 
testify. 

. The court asked if there was any reason why immunity should not be 
granted. A 

Mr, Boyd stated this was for testimony within the State of Idaho, 
that if Mr. Robinson called witness on defense case for out of state, then 
Miss Spaulding would claim the privledge. 

The court said that on presentation the request for immunity will be 
signed ‘and witness will be required to testify. 

Court recessed 5:15 p.m. 


BIGHTH DAY One Hundred Ninety Eighth Day 
October 15, 1975 
9:10 &.m. 
Approved: 
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i (CONTINUED) 


Jurors returned and it was stipulatad all present. 

Mr. Thomas continued direct examination of Mr. Palmer. He questionsd 
him regarding his conversation with the defendant in May 1975, while he 
was in the plane with defendant, at the time that there was a problem 
with Sneriff Taylor, who was also on tbe plans, and they had a minor plane 
crash. Mr. Palmar related to the jury what happanéd at the time of the 
crash, after the plane had landed and crashed, with only minor damages, he 
drug Sgt. Taylor out of the plane, the defendant was behind him, the ° 
defendant was shaken and excited. Mr. Mason came and got the def endant and 
they revived Mr. Taylor, the defendant was still shaken so Mr. Mason took 
the hand cuffs off and got the defendant to straighten up, they then got 
back in the air craft, the defendant, Sgt and himself and Mr. Mason, he 
saw that things were settled so got out to go help look for help. Hə came 
back to the plane and ot in, in the process his gun fell out of the holster, 
into the seat besides the defendant. Mr. Creech reached down and picked 
up the weapon and returned it to him. 

ter the plane returned to Boise, ida and the defendant was put back 
in jail he received a tape from the defendant, wnich was personally handed 
to him by defendant. Defendant had recorded this tape in his cell, he 
said that he did not ask for this tape. 

Me, Thomas said that he would like to submit this tape under regualr 
proceedings before submitting it to the jury. 

Jury was dismissed. 

The court asked Mr. Robinson if he had heard the tape? 

Mr, Róbinson said that he had, and there was a question as to voluntary 
nature of the tape. 

The court asked if thers was any objections to the contents of the 
tape? 

Mr. Robinson said that on June 6, 1975 they came before the court and 
asked for a change of attorney for the defendant, the attorney was appointed 
on June 9, 1975. He said that the tape was made on June 6th, that he sat 
in on an interview with defendant and officer from Los Angles County in 
regards to some sacrifices in Los Angles Co, Calif. This was limited to 
matters in Los Angles Co., Calif, when they got into tne area of Idaho 
matters, he instracted defendant not to say anything until he could have 
time to investigate, as he was new in this case. Tns defendant was not 
used to him as they were new with heach other, so ths tape was given to 
Sneriff Palmer, by the defendant, to keep in good standing with the Sheriff. 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer. He said that no rpomises were made 
to defendant and no benefita promised for this tape. He received this 
tape from the deZendant several days after tho interview of defendant with 
tne two Loss Angles officers, This tape was completely voluntary by the 
defendant, no one asked him to make this tapə. 

Hr, Robinson cross examined Mr. Palmer. Hs asked if he had made the 
arranzgaments for interview of Los Angles Officers, and defendant, at which 
time Mr, Palmer and himself wero present" He said that he had. 

Mr. Thomas stated that the interview had been transcribed, 

Mr, Robinson asked if this was the transcript of tho interview of 
May 12, 1975, i? so he was not present whon this interview was held, if so 
there was previous contact of thes defendant and the Los Angles County offiicsrs, 

Mp. Palna> said that in all ths time that the defendant was in his 
custody from Nov. 1971, that several trips had been made out of state with 
tne defendant. He said that the the session held on June 6, 1975 had 
been pre- arranzed on another occassion, As to ths letter of Juma 9, 1975, 
he said that en area of trust had been established with the defendant and 
himself, over tne period of time that the UA p Par custody. 
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He said that he had cooperated with the defendant to a certain 1 

Mr. Robinson asked Sheriff Palmer, if the defendant had ever made ۵ promise 
to him not to try and escape? Mr. Paimer said that he had, but also had 
made an attemot to escape. He said that he had cust his wrists in an 
attempt to get into the hospital. These were just superficial wounds, 

At the time defendant told him he wanted to get into the hospital so some 
of his friends could help get him out, He said that also saw biades had 
been smuggled in to jail to try and saw out, this was prior to the air 
plane crash. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer if when the defendant found the gun 
when the plane crashed, couldn't he have killed all of them and got away, 
i? he had wanted to? Mr. Palmer said that the gun was loaded, but all the 
others had a gun, and he couldn't have killed all four of them, besides 
allof them were in a tight spot and they 265060 each other. 

Mr. Robinson asked in regards to the interview on June 6, 1975, he 
asked the sheriff if it wasn't a fact that the stetements of the defendant 
upset him at that time, as he was new as dofendants attorney? Mr. Palmer 
seid it could have. Mr. Palmer was asked why the defendant sent him the 
tape and letter other than to re-instato himself in the good graces of the 
Sheriff or was he wanting some favor? 

Me. Palmer said that he did not feel that the defendant was trying to 
get in good with him or that he was looking for some favor, he had talked 
with the defendant before, and he thought that the defendant trusted him, 
and that the facts should be found out so they could get before the court, 
he feels that the letter and tape were sent to him and were voluntary 
statements. 

Mr, Thomas asked the Sheriff if there was any indication through 
defendant, that his attorney did not want to have him talk to the Sheriff? 
Mr. Palmer said that there was a reference to this fact on the tape. 

The court questioned Mr. Palmer regarding exhibit #49, he said that 
this had been limited purposes when exhibit was admitted. He asked Sherif 
aer, 0 any knowledge of the defendant having been given warning and 
rights 

Sheriff Palmer said that he had read his rights many times and that 
the defendant knew them as well as he know them if not better, they had 
been given him 25 to 30 times, in fact they had been given so many times 
that the defendant felt it a joke. 

Mr, Thomas asked the Sheriff if the letter was received June 9, and 
the tape a few days later? He answered that it was. 

Mr. Robinson asked Sheriff Palmer if that subsequently to his getting 
assigned as defendants attorney, if it was true and correct that he did 
abide by the ruling not to have any conferences without him being present, 
when ever defendant made statement, and wasn't this tape sent while he was 
out of town? Sheriff Palmer answered yes. 

There was nothing further by Mr. Thomas. 

There was nothing further by Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Robinson made statement, he said that it was his feelings that 
this was a voluntary statement, and he agrees that the defendant was given 
his rights many. times and that the defendant understood them. 

The tape was played for the court. 

Mr. Robinson entered objection. 

The court said that as far as he could tell, the objection will be 
overruled and tnis statement was not the result of any interrigation but 
was a voluntary statement by Mr. Creech, he feels that it is admissable 
as voluntary statement, that the defendant had received his rights and 
Warnings many times, Approved; 
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(CONTINUED) 


Court recessed 10:23 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:30 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas moved for the admission of Plaintiffs exhibits #63 & #6h, 

The court said that the records will show that there was an on 0 
to this exhibit by Mr. Hobinson, but this was over ruled. 


ل = 


Plaintiff's Exhibit #63 (Tape) admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit #64 (Recorder) admitted. 


The tape was played to the jury. 


Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Palmer, did you ever solicit the tape from the 
defendant? ۱ 

Mr. Palmer answered that he had not. 

Mr. Robinson questioned Mr. Palmer. He asked him to describe the 
air plane flight that crashed, also how long after the crash that the 
defendant came into possession of his revolver? Mr. Palmer again related 
the facts of the crash, how they had decided to land after one of the 
party had difficulty getting his breath, and on landing the plane had 
a minor crash. Sometime his revolyer had falled from his holster, which 
was approximately one hour after the crash, the defendant was neither 
cuffed or in leg shackles at that time. He found the gun and just handed 
it to him. He never tried to use this weapon against them, but the others © 
in the plane were armed and it would not have done him much good and 
besides nobody knew where they were or when they would get out, so they 
needed each other. He said that prior to Jua 6, 1975 the defendant had 
been very cooperative with him and Mr. Mason, 

Mr, Robinson questioned him regarding the tape and the letter in 
June 1975. Mr. Palmer said that he did not feel that the tape or letter 
was a result of the interview on June 6, 1975, he said that in previous 
conversations with the defendant و‎ he told him all the truth could come before 
the court and he felt that this was why the tape and letter was given to 
nim by the defendant. 

He was asked how long the defendant was in his custody? He ssid from 
Nov.'7 until June 1975, during this time he had seen the defendant spaced 
out on drugs and under the influence of drugs in a doctors office. He 
said that when tho defendant acted spaced out in his cell, he felt that 
it was faked, he was professing that Satan had hia. He said that his 
deputies had reported several incidents, but he was not present. 

Mp, Robinson asked M», Palmer, that while the defendant was in his 
custody, had he aided or abeted other inmates from suicide attempts? 

He answered that ho had a couple of times. 

Mr. Thomas re=-direet examined Sheriff Palmer in regards to the 
excape attempts of defendant? He said that one time he had broken a 
safety glass and cut wrist, these were just superficial cuts, and he 
dicn't feel that they were serious enough for a hospital. Later the 
defendant tolg him that that attempt was to get outside, but felt those 
who were going to help him, would haves killed him. He sald that on one 
occassion a saw blada was smuggled in to the jail prover. 

Mr. Thomas asked Mr, Palmer, when at the plane crash site and the 
defendant found his gun, could the defendant have escaped if he tried to 
usa this gun? Sheriff Palmer sald that hs could not. 

Sherif? Palner explained the time that defendant was reported spaced 
out on d»ugz3, thaat when ne got to the cell ths 7 ہے‎ were B wee ovear him 

Approved: 
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(CONTINUED) 
he said that he felt that he was faking, so told him to sit up and behave, 
and he did, nothing was wrong. In regards to the assistance of other 
persons in jail, he did help once or twice. Other timo he said that 
some person charged with rape had been put in cell with him and he tried 
to kill him. Another time he slipped in some coffee on his cell florr and 
fell, his arm was swollen up, other wounds were self inflicted by himself. 
He said that he got along when he wanted to, sometimes he didn't want to. 

. Mr, Palmer said that the letter in June was received several days later 
after the interview of Mr. Creech, Mr. Robinson, and couple other detectives. 


Mr. Thomas moved to admit Exhibit #61 (letter) and #62 (envelope). 
Mr. Robinson re-said his توافت وت‎ to exhibits. 
Court overruled objection. 


Plaintiff's.Exhibit #61 and #62 admitted. 
Me. Thomas read the letter ( exhibit #51) into the records. 


Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Palmer if the defendant indicated that he was 
dirextly disobeying the instructions of his attorney, by talking to him? 
Me. Palmer said that this is indicated in the tape, he knew that his attorney 
would disapprove. 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined Sheriff Palmer. He asked him if while 
the defendant was in his custody, had the defendant ever lied to him? 

Mr. Paimer said that he had, but that he had difficulty telling when the 
statements were true or false. 

He was questioned in regards to the defendant trying to kill his 
fellow cell mate? Mr, Palmer said that he was told that the man had 
bragged in the cell about the young girl he had raped, and the defendant, — 
Creech had went all to pieces and tried to kill the man. 

There were no further questions at this time, but the witness was 
advised to remain for later time. 


Alvin R, (Bud) Mason was called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. 
Thomas, he said that he is with the Bureau of Narcotics for the State of 
Idaho, in Boise, Idaho. He was an investigatior for the Dept. of Law 
Enforcement on Nov. 5, 197h and was assigned to assist the Sheriff of 
Valley County, Idaho in a double murder. He went to Cascade, Ida. on 
Nov. 5, 1974 to conduct an investigation. He said that he contacted 
Sheriff Lynskey and other officers and witnesses that were connected 
with the Donnelly incident. His first contact with the victims was at 
the morgue at the St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boss, Idaho. He said that 
the victim Arnold was identified on Nov. 6, 197) but that Mr. Bradford was 
not identified until later through finger prins and teletypes. He satd 
that he also viewed the car, inside and out, he assisted Dr. Scott in the 
autopsey on both days of both victims. He said that he took these clothes 
from the victims, these had to be alr dried so could be sent to the FBI 
lab in Wn. D.C.. He identified articles of clothing, Plaintiff's exhibits 
£10, #11, 212, F13. He went to Mountain Home to assist Mr. Maxwell and 
Mis, Woodall with investigation with Csrol Spaulding and Mr. Cpreech, He 
said that he was in the car that took both Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech 
back to Cascade, Ida. from Mountain Home. He said that he heard the 
defendant talxing to Miss Spaulding in the back seat of the car. 


The court questioned the witness regarding this ا ی ا‎ 
لوس‎ 
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Jury admonished, and excused for noon recess. 

The court asked if the parties were going to go into the voluntariness 
of this conyersation? 

Mr. Thosas asked the witness if they conducted any interrigation in 

t be ear? He said that they did not. 

The court said that he wanted the questioning regarding this 
conversation in the car to be limited to just that. 

Court recessed: 11:27. 

Court reconvened 1:35 p.m. 

Jurors returned and stipulated all present. 


Mr. Thomas continued questioning of Mr. Mason regarding the conversation 
he heard between Mr. Creech and Miss Spaulding in the car? He said that 
while they were in route, the defendant said. that they left the car on 
the right hand of the river on Highway #55, 17 miles so. of Cascade in 
canyon. He also described the circumstances of a plane crash on May 12, 
1975, in which the defendant, Mr, Palmer, Mr. Taylor Tom Ambrose and 
himself were present. He said that he observed the defendant during this 
plane crash some, but was trying to help Sgt. Taylor so didn't have to 
mach time to pay close attention to defendant at the time of the crash, but 
after they had worked on Sgt. Taylor and he was better, the defendant, Mr. 
Taylor and himself got back into the plane, as it was cold and snowing 
outside, it was there that the defendant made a statement to him. "He said 
that this sure made a Christian out of mo. I had no reason to kill those 
guys, the jury should find me guilty". He felt that the defendant was 
referring to the Idaho cases at that time, only one set for trial. 

Mr. Thomas asked the court to taka judicial notice that the Idaho 
cases were set for trial on May 20, 1975, the only jury trials pending. 

The court said that judicial notice would be taken. 

Mr. Thomas asked Mr, Mason how the actions of defendant was at the 
tims of that statment? He said that defendant was normal and rational. 

His coaments were not in response to any questioning just spontaneous 
statement. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Mason akked if the spontaneous statement 
came before the gun was recoved that defendant found in plane? He said 
that it had. This statment was not in response to any questions asked. He 
assumed that the defendant was referring to the Idaho cases because of 
the pending trials. 

He was asked by Mr. Robinson if when the defendant picked up the loaded 
gun and returned it to Snoriff Palmer, if it was possible for the defendant 
to waste all the officers on the plane and escape? Ho said that he did not 
fell tnat it was possible. 


Defendant's Exhibit A (copy of rap sheet) identified and offered. 
Defendants's exhibit B (copy of rap sheet) identified and offered. 


Objectiony the State as irrelevant. 

The court said that it would take the oma same position as before, 
there are sevarate portions that relate to identity and this would be 
admitted, but goes beyond tne scope of the direct examination. 

Jury Was excused and admonished. 

Mr. Robinson stated that it tends to go beyond tne direct examination 
but the evidence has been admitted already. That the personalities of 
both Xr, Arnold end Mr. Bradford ars relsvant, they could have raped Miss 
Spaulding as nas been testified to already. 


Approved; I 
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The court stated that it is not sustaining on the relevancy, this is 
a mute question, but beyond the scope and it probable will come before 
the court, and if it can be shown that the defendant had knowledge of 
the mens character, then it will be considered, but no foundation has 
been laid for that information, at this time. 

Mr. Robinson said that there has boen reference to Mr. Bradfords 
being in the Alabama State Penitentiary. 

The court said that it would adhere to its ruling. 


pr A —— 


Court recessed for noon. 
Court reconvened at 1:30 p.u.. 
The jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 


Mr. Thomas re-re-direct examined Mr. Mason regarding the defendants 
picking up the gun in the plane and if he could have wated all four 
persons on that plane? Mr. Mason said that due to the seating arrangements 
on the plane that the possibility existed but that it was not probable. 

Mr. Thomas asked him if he knew at the time of the crash, that a trial 
date had been set for later that month? He answered that he knew this. 

No further questions at this time. 


Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, Idaho wad called, 
sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he was Sheriff 
on Nov. 5, 1974, and was assigned with Deputy Maxwell to investigate two 
murders. On Nov. 8, 197h he went to the scene where ths bodies wera found 
and viewed the bodies and the area. He identified Plaintiff's Exhibits 
1 A and 19. He stated that he was present at the autophsey of Mr. Bradford, 
on Nov, 6, 1974, both bodies were in the authopshey room at that time. 
He identified Plaintiff's Exhibit #11, #12 and #13. He said that he took 
these exhibits and kept them in his safe until thay were sent to the FBI 
lab in Wash. D.C... 

No questions by Mr. Robinson. 


Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 71:0 p.m. 

Court 43 3:05 p.m. 

The court asked if they were ready to proceed with the examination of 
Miss Carol Spaulding? The parties stated that taney were. 

The court said that the records will show that the defendant has been 
appointed an attorney to represent her, Mr. William Boyd, and has refused to 
answer questions in this matter on trial. That it has been requested under 
Section 19-1115 that the court order the witness to answer the questions. 
A copy of this has been handed to Miss Spaulding and the defendant. That 
pursuant to the request under Section 19-1115, it has been asked to show 
cause, if she has any, why the questions should not be answered and 
evidence produced. 

Mr. Boyd said that there is no evidence if tne questions are within 
the bounds of tne Order. 

The court said that it could find nothing clearly contrary to public 
insterest and will order the witness to answer the questions propounded as 
long as the questions are outside the proceedings in Valley County, Idaho, 
this will not incriminate her. The statute provides that she will not be 
prosecuted . 

Mr. Boyd said that the Order granted immunity to the events in Vallay 
County bui does not extend to Lewiston or Boise, Idaho. 

Approved: 
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The court said that this is correct, just Valley County, Ida.. 

Mr, Boyd said ihav any facts that sre propounded in regards to Valley 
County, he will not tend to offer advise. 

Jury waz returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 


= —M MÀ 
C .سح‎ M 


Carol Marie Spaulding was called, sworn and direcv examined by Mr. 
Remaklus. She said that she is 18 years of age now. Mr. 262182115 414 
if on Nov. 3, 1974 she was at Lewiston, Idaho? 

Witness refused to answer. 

She was asked if on the early morning of Nov. وبا‎ 197۲ she had occasáion 
vo be near Donnslly, Valley County, Idaho, and if she knew where Cascade, 
Idaho was? Witness answered yes. She was asked if when she was in Valley 
County, if shea was with someone? Miss Spaulding answered that she was 
with the defenddnt, Thomas Eugene Creech (defendant identified). She was 
asked if there was anyone else with them in Valley County? She said that 
Tom Arnold and Wayne Bradford, defendant and herself wera traveling in 
Arnold car. Shs was shown State's Exhibit #28 end identified it as the 
car they were in. 

She was asked if prior to getting into the vicinity of Valley Co., 
if she had been near McCall, Idaho, before traveling on to Donnelly, Ida.? 
She said that all four of them stopped at a lake, where there was a motel. 
When they left McCall, Mr. Arnold was driving the car, she was sitting next 
to him and Mr. Creech next to her. Mr. Bradford was asleep on the back 
seat. She said that the door on the drivers side did not open so everyone 
had to gst in on the passenger side, She described the interior of the 
car as dirty. They left McCall and drove south towards Cascade, thay 
stopped somewhere before getting to Donnelly and siphoned some gas out of 
a car. This was about a mile south of Donnelly she thought, but it was 
close to mid-night. When the car stopped she asked the defendant to change 
places with her, she didn't want to sit next to Arnold, as he kept putting 
his arm around her shoulders and touching her breats. The car stopped and 
the defendant got out of the car, she got out and he shoved her away and 
he shot the two men, first Mr. Arnold and then Bradford. The bodies were 
then removed and put in a ditch, they came back to the car and he told her 
to get in and 5557 drove on. Mr. Remaklus asked her if she had seen the 
dafendant with the gun in his hand? She answered that she had. After 
they got back in the car they left the scone whera the men were shot and 
drove on to Cascade, Idaho, they stopped there, Mr. Creech was driving. 

He tried to not wire a car in Cascade, but it did't work. They were in 
Cascade, Ida. about one-half hour. They got back in the car and drove 
down the road and pulled into some placa to rest for awhilo, behind a 
building, later they went on a 115515 farther until the car ran out of 
gaa. Then دص‎ nad to get out and hitch hike. 

She was 23:83 if they hitch-hiked to Boiss, Idaho? She refused to 
answer tnis. 

Mr. Boyd ask that the jury bə dismissed in order that he might present 
argunens to îi» court. 

Jury excused after being admonishsd by the court. 

Mr, Boyd said that a3 hə understood the court, it only grants immunity 
دہ‎ to the things that happened in Valley County. Ths mars fact that she 
wa3 ln Boise, Idaho can tend to incrininats har, ha is aware of thinzs in 
Boise that miznt va inoPiuinating. 

Mr, Romakiu3 said that hs only intended to trace ths rounte traveled 
to ۵29 825 was رصع‎ . 

TAS cours 23453 ir there was any objections to facts in Elmore Co,? 


Approved» 
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Me. Boyd stated that an effor has been made to connect the gun with 
her in Elmore County. ۱ 

The court said that as he reads the stature, it would exclude any 
othercounty other than Valley County. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he knew of no criminal action in Elmore County.. 

The court said that it is not convinced there could be no criminal 
action in regards to the gun. 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Miss Spaulding. He said that after 
hitchehiking that they wound up in Glenns Ferry? She ansered yes, they 
want into Glenns Ferry with some man, could be Mr. Rivers. They stopped 
there and her and this man went into cafe to have a cup of coffee. She 
Was asked who was in the cafe? She said some workers, a police officer, 
cafe help. When they left they took a cup of coffee, to go, for the 
defendant, who had stayed in the car. She said that the weather that night 
was Windy and cold. They left the cafe, got back into the car, she was 
in the middle, Mr. Rivers was driving and Creech on the other side of her. 
They drove for a short while and then the police car pulled them over. 
They got out of the car and was taken to the police station, where thsy 
were questioned. Later they were taken to Mountain Home, Idaho, in a 
police car, she and the defendant, Creech roade in the back seat together. 

Mr. Remaklus said returning to the scene of the shooting, did shs 
have any knowledge that the defendant was going to shoot the two men? 

She answered No she did not. He asked her if the men driving had his arm 
around her and had he at one time tried to rape her? She answered that 
he had not. Sne described the actions of Arnold and Bradford, both were 
drank, but she was not afraid of then. 

She identified Exhibit #24, as her coat, exhibit Q31 as blue coat of 
defendants and Ex. #25 as her hand bag. 

Mr. Remaklus asked her to describe the clothing that the defendant 
was wearing that night they were arrested. and if at any time she had had 
the gun in her purse? 

Miss Spaulding said that the defendant had on black pants, jacket. 
That when they were arrested the gun was in her hand bag, but Mr. Creech 
had put it there. 

She was asked if at the scene of the shooting if she had saw a knife, 
end if anyone had held this knife to the defendants throat. 

She said that she did not see any knife at the scene of the shooting, 
end she did not know anything about anyone holding a knife at tho throat 
of the defendant, Creech. 

Both men were in the automobile when shot, Mr. Creech was standing 
at the door. 

She was asked to identify State's Exhibit 1 A and 1G. There was 
no answer by Miss Spaulding. 

Court recessed 2:53 p.m., the dury was admonished. 

Court reconvened 3:03 p.m. 

Jurors returned, stipulated all present. | 

Mp, Remaklus continued to examine Miss Spaulding, ho asked her where 
she was when Mr. Anold and Mr. Bradford were shot? She said that she 
was standing outside the car. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness, She was asked when and 
where she was born? She answered on Dec. 12, 1956 at Los Anglos, Calif.. 
She stayed in Calif. for 10 years and attended the first through the fifth 
grades there. She has a sister now 29 years old and a younger sister, 
Kathleen now 15 years old and’a brother, Glenn now 11 years old. She 
said that she has foster borthers and راج‎ Phe had been in five foster 


homes. Her parents are separated. Her fa is 22 3 Àn and LE 20 
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at repossessing cars and is now with a carnival, he was with the carnival 
in Sept, 1974. She was asked where she met the defendant Thomas Creech? 
Witness refused to answer. She was asked if she used drugs? Witness 
refused to answer. She waa asked if she drank intoxicating beverages? 
Witness said not often. She was asked if on Nov. 3 and Nov h, 197) was 
she drinking any intoxicating beverages? She answered that she was not. 
She was asked if she was under the influence of any drugs on Nov. h, 1974? 
She asnwered Ho, She was asked if she used drugs extensively before ‘she 
met the defendant? Witness refused to snawepr, She was asked if she stole 
the gun from Lewiston, Idaho? Witness refused to answer. Mr. Remaklus 
asked her if Kathy and Danny were with them in Valley County, when they 
were Mr. Bradfor and Mr. Arnold? She answered that they were not. She 
was asked if they searched the trunk of Arnold car for a pound of. drugs 
Supposed to be in there? She answered No. She was asked if anyone 
searched the truch for drugs? She answered that she did not know. She 
was asked if any was found? She said No, She was asked if she believed 
that Arnold and Bradford had drugs (smack or heron) before they were killed? 
She said No. Mr, Remakius asked her what ths purpose of the stop at the 
motel in MaCall was for? She answered that it was to get out and Streach, 
to wash up and rest, she said that this was for approximately 10 or 15 
minutes. She said that Mr. Arnold sold his coat at the bar to get beer. 
She said that Mr. Creech had money from a stolen battery charger that he 
sold, she didn't have any money. She was asked if she or any of the party 
smoked a joint at the motel? She said No. Mr. Remaklus asked if she 
stopped at Grangeville? She answered yes, Did she remember being at the 
Texaco Station in Grangeville? Witness refused to answer. Sho was asked 
if she was caring exhibits #22 and #23, the gun and holster, while in 
Grangeville? She answered No, In McCall? She answered No. She was 
asked when the first time the gun came into her possession? She said in 
Boise and after the men were killed. 

She was asked her present residence? She answered that she was in 
Carson City, Nevada, at the penitentiary, since May 1975. She has been 
in custody since May 8, 1974 in jail, then juvenile hall and the Idaho 
State Penitentiary. She entered a plea of Guilty to Accessory and Harboring 
a Fugitive. She was asked if she had ever been charged with a felony 
before? She answered No. 

Mr. Robinson aksed if the first time Arnold or Bradford mada anyu 
sexual advances toward her was after they left the motel in McCall? 
Witness refused to answer. She was asked what happened when Mr. Arnold put 
his arm around her shoulder and reachsd for her breast, after they left 
McCall, and what did he say? She said that she did not prem remember. 

She was asked if any propositions sexually were made? She said she didn't 
remember. Mr. Robinson asked while the four people were in the car did 
Mr. Bradford nake any comments or advances? She said not really he just 
kind of laughed, She asked if she asked Mr. Arnold to stop? She said 
trt sne moved away from him and asked him to stop. She said that she 
then asked Mr, Arnold to stop in order that she could go to the bathroom. 
M». Robinson asked if there was any conversation batwaen Mr. Creech, 
Bradford and Arnold before stopping the car? She sald that she wasn't sure, 
قود‎ Was asxod now Creech became aware of sexual advenco3? She said that 
She told him, She was asked if he knew that she was pregnant at that 
time? She said that he knew. Sha was asked when the child was born? 

Sha answered June 30, 1975. 

M5. Robinson asked that if lt was true that she testified that after 
tha car 5555550 ana she got ons thay Mp. Cresch just turned and sot Mr, 
A,.nold and X», Bradford, without ner —À A I 800115 the 
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advances? She said he knew. She was asked if she knew of any incident 

when Mr. Bradford held a knife at the throat of Mr. Creech? She said 

that she didn't see any. She was asked if when she was picked up if she 
hadn't made a Statement that they had held a knife at the defendants 

throat? i 

Objection by Mr. Remakius. 

Mr, Boyd asked if this had been under oath? 

Mr. Remaklus said that he did't know. 

The court Said that a foundation had better te layed. 

Mr. Robinson asked the witness if she recalled being arrested and 
taken into custody, by Officer Hill and later being taken to Mountain 
Home, Idaho? She answered No. She was asked if she remembered Officer 
Freeman and Officer Woodall? She said that she did not remember Freeman 
but believes she remembers Mr. Woodall. She was asked if she romembered 
these men having a question and answer session with her on Nov. Û, 197)? 
She said that she remebers being questioned. She was asked if she remembers 
making the statement about the knife at defendants throat? She answered 
No. She was asked if she had been given the Miranda Warning or rights? 

She said that she did not remember, she does not remember Signing any 
papers. She was asked if when she was in juvenile detention, at Boise, 
Idaho, if she remebers telling officers that Mr. Bradford held knife at 

the throat of the defendant? Don't know. She was asked if at any time she 
remembers having been given an oath. She answered she didn't know. 

She was asked if she had taken LSD before her arrest? She answered No. 
She was asked if it was available? Shs answered No. She was asked if 
Mr. Creech had? She answered No. She was asked how long it had been before 
her arrest that she had taken any drugs? Witness refused to answer. She 
was asked if there was some reason why she can't remember the surrounding 
circumstances? She said that she didn't know, 

She was asked if rights and forms were not given to her to sign at 
Glenns Ferry? She said that she didn't know? She was asked if she wasn't 
given her rights mere than once at Mountain Hone? She said that she didn't 
know, she refused to sign anything at Mountain Home. Mr. Robinson asked 
her about her education? She said that she had completed 10 grades and now 
had her GED. She was asked if she had ever been part of an organized bike 
club? Witness refused to answer. 

Mr. Robinson asked if at the site of the killings, if she had aided 
and assisted Mr. Creech in pulling tho bodies to the ditch? She answered 
that she had not, She was asked if she recognized the blanket and sleeping 
bag? She answered she did not. She was asked if she kept back or had 
she help cover the bodies with the blanket: and sleeping bag? She said that 
she had not helped defendant. She was asked if she had kicked either of 
the men after they were dead? She answered No. She was asked if the 
killings had made her sick and had she thrown up? She said No she had not. 
She was asked if these were the first men she had ever seen killed? She 
Said that they were. She was asked how long they remained at the location 
efter the men were killed? She answered about 5 minutes. She was asked if 
there were blood on the car seats and if they wiped it up? She said that 
there was blood on the seat and it wasn't wiped up. She was asked if she 
had helved? She said that she had just stood there. She was asked if she 
og Neck al made any sound or cried out? She said that she did cry out "Oh 

She said that she was frightened and sick. She was asked how long 
it took them to get to Cascade, Idaho. She said she didn't know that thay 
went to a gas station and tried to steal another car, she said that this 
Was near ihe court house, about two blocks away, she sat in the car while 
he tried to wire the wires under the dashipproved: 
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She said that they were ther about 10 minutes, the car could not be wired, 
as there was no battery, they went back to the car that the men had been shot 
in and went on down the road, they were in Cascade about one-half hour. 
They drove to some place where there were some buildings, so Mr, Creech 
could sleep but didn't stay there long. 

She was asked if there was ever any conversation as to why he shot the 
two men? She said that she asked him at Donnelly, but he never answered 
her. i 

They then went on to a Lodge and parked among the cars in the parking 
lot, so they could rest. It was a cold night so they left the heater 
going. 

She was asked if she could drive a dar? She answared No. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed ۱:۵0 o'clock p.m, 

Court reconvened h:10 o'clock p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stionlated all were و‎ 


Me. Robinson asked if they attempted to push the 1956 car into the river? 
She said that they had after it ran out of gas. After that they had two 
rides, firss with a woman with a young child, then they were picked up 
by a young man, 

She was asked about tbe smell of the 1956 car? She said that it had 
smelled bad, as Bradford had urinated in it. 

Mr. Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if she had been Dans "Old Lady"? 
She refused to answer. He asked her if he ¥as the father of her baby? 
No answer. ۱ 

She was asked if Mr. Creech and her came to Lewiston from Kentucky? 
She refused to answer. She was asked if she was a member of a Satanic 
Cult? She refused to answer. She was asked if she had ever been at the 
McCoy Ranch in California? She refused to answer. 
Mr. Robinson said that this concludes the cross examination, but 
requests that the witness be available to be called on the defendants cass. 
Mr. Remaklus asked if when she was at Mountain Home and Glenns Ferry 
if shs todl the officers that Mr. Bradford had a knife at the throat of 
Thomas Creech and if she had why? She said that Tom had told her too. 

Mr. Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if this was in a conversation between 
her and Creech to put stories together as to how the killings occurred? 
She said that Tom Creech told Jim Marsh, at who's house they were staying 
about the killings, and then he told hsr again on the trip from Glenns 
Ferry to Mounvain Hone. 

There were no more questions. 

Mn, Remaxlus asked Miss Spaulding if Mr. Creech told her to say that 
Mr. Bradford held a knife to his throat? No answer. 

The court said that the witness would ba held available for the defendant 
to call on thói? case. 

Mr, Romakius sald that they would like to make and Offer of Proof in 
the absence of the jury. 

Jury was admonisned and excused. 


Mp. Thomas said that tno first offer waa to relate to tho namo of 
joe Carl Adams. Fo said that the name of Joe Carl Adams was a name listed 
a3 an alias and identification in the defendant possession.  Thoy will 
offer to prove that the defendant, Tnomas Eugene Creech betwean tho time 
of the crimes charged here and his arrest ontered a 7-11 store in Boise, 
1089 and 2055583 it vexing the identification from Joe Carl Adams. Ho 
pslisves tras tae Supeme Court allosws tnrimmwef to be put on. 
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He said that thers is the testimony of Gene and Becky Hilby on the murder 
in Portland, Oregon. Before the defendant did so he 2071960 them that 
he Was threatened with a knife. The same in Salem, Oregon. The 
circumstances are the same here and this was raised in the cross-examination 
of defendant. Defendant opened this area up. 

Mr. Robinson said that the Adams identification and otlier evidence 
mentioned by Mr. Thomas, points to evidence in other crimes and is 
prejudicial. 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. . 

Mr. Remaklus stated to the court at this time, that tho State rests. 

The jury was admonished and dismissed for the evening. 


Mr. Robinson made a Motion to the court to Dismiss this charge against 
the defendant the Plaintiff failed to prove the charges filed against 
ihe defendant. 

The court stated that this Motion would be denied. 


Mr. Robinson asked the court if it would listen to argument on Motions 
limiting testimony, he said that the defenso is going to make a total exposure 
of the life of Thomas Eugene Creech, giving the reasons for these statements, 
but will deny the double murder accused of here as he did not commit the 
crime. He said that the testimony will commence with the first death that 
the defendant was involved in, in 1956, as to the involvment in the Satanic 
cult, involvment in drug traffic, as a hit man for a bike organization, ۱ 
up to getting himself captured to find security in law enforcement as 
there were several contracts out for him. He is going to make these 
statements on his own war on drugs and rapists, and to the voluntary 
statement made by him to save the other person who did the killing of 
Mr. Bradford and Mr. Armold. He said that he feels that all testimony of 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech is important, needed and necessary to 
combat proof submitted by the State. 

` The court said that he would like some guidance here. 

Mr. Robinson said that he felt constristed by the courts ruling and 
wants now to maxe a complete disclosure of the life of defendant so jury 
can have the complete pioture before them. 

He would like ruling on expert witnesses of Satanic Cult and bikers, 
as to his restriction to witnesses. 

He will make and Offer of Proof after the testimony of defendant and 
anticipates expert testimony will be called on all sessions on polygraph 
and sodium pentothol tests by the State, these will be submitted to the 
court before producing witnssses.. He said that he anticipates the 
direction of the State and those witnesses requested to recall will be to 
establish crimes discovered by officers and that they have personal 
knowledge of, 

The court said that he intends to adhere to his original ruling, there 
will be no testimony in this that isn't relevant. In the opening statment 
it was said that any testimony about cults were going to have proof to 
prove relevant to this case. He recognizes that Mr. Robinson would be 
able to go into the back gound of defendant as a foundation for expert 
witnesses as to psychiatrists, not demon cults. 

Me. Robinson said that he must mate the jury understand why this voluntary 
statement was given. 

The court stated that complusion not a defense. 

Mr. Robinson not offering complusion as defense in Idaho but in other 
killings that were done under complusion until he broka away. 
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Mr. Thomas said that the defendant is required to submit an Offer 
of Proof on all testimony going into. The problem arises as some material 
made by defendant on discovery will report fact that are untrue. He thinks 
the defense of the defendant is completely wrong. As to:the clergymen he feel: 
this is irrelevant and should not be submitted unless there is some Order 
to Show Cause. If this defense is to be made must be some showing other 
that a statement that he didn't do it. 

Mr, Robinson said that the jury has the right to hear both sides of 
this. Hs has tried to demonstrate to the court that he is not coming down 
irrestponsible. he feels that the whole story must be told as it takes all 
the details to get to the jury so they can make a determination if the 
defendant is guilty or not guilty. 

The court stated that he has only given two reasons why this material 
is relevant. He said that he cannot see why statement should bo in 
evidence when the court will not allow evidence. Can't soe why massive 
detain to combat voluntary statement, or mental defect. 

Mr. Robinson said that he can assure the court that the basic testimony 
on mental defect is necessary to lay foundation as to defendants lifo 
after joining cult. 

The court said that it would limit psychiatric to findings of mental 
defect im n finding of mental disease, this would be so ruled, foundation 
must be layed first. 

The court said that an Order of Proof has to be reverssd, have psychiatrisi 
testify and say he has mental defect. 

Mr. Robinson said that Dr. Heyrends is not available until next week, 
and he is the only witness to lay tho way, if defendant not allowed to 
testify first, then other police officers. 

The court said that he felt that Mr. Robinson was embarking on a highly 
and extremely dangerous task and dangerous to client, feels that this could 
prejudice the jury and not accomplish one thing, if psychiatrist not 
allowed to testify. The court advised the defendant that any evidence 
given here could be used against him in other areas, so give this special 
consideration. 

Mr. Robinson said that he has told the defendant this. Hs said that he 
has not changed tne facts that existed when he came on this case. He feels 
his duty as defendants attorney to save his life, to bring out this entire 
natuen. 

The court said that he hasn't 25301990 how far Mr. Creech will go in 
his testimony. 

Mr. Robinson said that he has never been involved in a case as this. 

He assured the court that ho is abiding by tns rules and not attempting 
to make spectatular matter of this case, ho honestly believes that this 
is the only chance that the defendant has to relate entirs matter as 
stated. 

Tne court said that he is advised that defense intends to put on any 
relevant tessinony for defendant on the commission of his acts and the 
voluntary statment. He foals that in ruling on tis hə feels bound to 
establish rules, he is not going to state that under this ruling that tha 
defendant is going to be allowed to prove all you plan to, he dossn't know 
how he could, 

Mr. Robin3on said that he would attempt to prepars opening statemant 
in a restricted way. 

Mo, Thonas said that defense attorney in light of representation of 
DS, Həyrənd3 tascimony, that the reports have besn submitted and it 


appears + 11وہ‎ 37 that mental defect can bo proven. 
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If the statement does not conform to the opinion of the doctor, he 
w1ll be putting something in not included at all. 

The report of Dr. Heyrends will be handed to the court. 

Mr. Robinson said that in a conversation with Dr. Heyrend, he stated 
that he failed to cover the area of the last ordered examination which 
toek place Sept. 25th and 26th, at which examination Mr. Wickersham and Mr. 
Palmer wero present. 

Court recessed at 5:20 p.m. 


NINTH DAY 


One Hundred Ninety Ninth 
October 16, 1975 
9:30 o'clock a.m. 
Present as before 


The court said that in view of the fact that counsel required some 
guidance in this case, and in order that defendant does not claim through 
18-201 mental desease or defect, the court will not psrmit any psychiatric 
report based on past conduct. ۱ 

The court has previously ruled that the State cannot prove crimes in 
other jurisdictions without the defendant opening up the opportunity, if 
this happens thea the State can come back in rebuttal and prove this. 

The court said that no results of polygraph or truth sorum will be 
admissablo in this case, 2 

` Mr. Robinson made a statment that in going into his cass and if he 
fail in disclosure he is opening a pandora box and the State can open 
this up on rebuttal on out of state crimes. 

Court this is correct. 


Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
Mr. Robinson made his opening statement to the court and jury. 


Thomas Eugene Creech, defendant was called sworn and direct exanined 
by Mr. Robinson. He stated that Thomas Eugene Creech is his true and 
correct namo, He understands were he of the mind that he is not made 
to testify in this matter, if he does not want to, but he does so wish 
to testify in this matter. 

He said that he was born in Dayton, Ohio on Sept. 9, 1950. His 
parents names are Zola Faye Creech and Harold Dean Creech, thoy lived in 
Dayton, Ohio for five years then moved to Mount Orab, Ohio where he attended 
the first eight grades of school. He has a half-sister, Eddie and a 
half-sister Brenda, a sister Virginia and three bothers Bill, Jim and Joey. 
They then moved to Lebanon, Ohio, and from there’ after about a year and 
a half they moved to Hamilton, Ohio. He said that he continued to go to 
school, but stopped in the 11th grade. l 

He described the home they lived an the family, he said that his 
mother and father frequently fought and were always on the verge of 
separating, that they finally divorced in 1959 or 1970. He said that his 
relationship with his father was fairly close, that he got along better 
with him than with his mother. His father was in heavy equipment business 
and his mother ran a pizza place, Both of his parents drank alot and 
fought, sometimes psychial fights. One time when it was Xmas and the 
entire family was ther, his Aunt tried to hill his mother. 
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Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had been baptised and when? 
Defendant said that he had been baptised in tbe Baptist Church around 
11 years ofaged, in Williamsberg, Ohio, with his sister, mother and 2 
brothers, then in the Church of Christ at the age of 13. 

Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had ever killed a human being? 
Defendant answered that he had. The first person was Danny Jobnson, he 
knew him about a year before his death. He said that he had a girl friend 
called Sandy Scott and she went out with Danny and one of the times she 
was killed in an auto accident in a car driven by Danny, both of them were 
loaded on drugs. He said that he and Sandy had planned on being married. 
After the death of Sandy this turned him against drugs completely. He said 
that he had tried drugs and also drank alot. In August 1966 he went 
swimming, with a bunch of kids and Danny was with them, this was in Miami, 
Onio. He had always felt tht Danny was responsible for the death of Sandy, 
so he drowned him and disposed of the body by weighlng it down with send 
bags and putting in a bottomless gravel. pit. 

He then went on a trip to California by forging a check on his parents 
account for the amount of $500.00. He traveled by bus, taking 10 days to 
get to San Francisco. He had no friends or relatives there so stayed the 
first night in a bus depot, the second day he walked around and met a girl 
and went nome with her. That night some black men jumpsd him and took 
all his money after beatinghim up. Having no money he went out on the 
streets and tried pan-handling. He met Larry Ramsey, a/k/a Crazy Larry 
end established a friendship with him. Larry took him to a Hospitality 
House, which is a half-way house for people to go and get food, there is 
also alot of drugs there. At this 201196 he met Raymond Kemsey and Larpy 
Fields. He said that there were alot of drugs in Union Square Park and 
he was asked if he wanted some, and ended up at this Fields house. While 
he was tnere this fellow made improper advances towards him, so he killed 
him. He took his money and what baluablss he could find. He was 16 years 
old at this time. 

After that he wired his folks, who sent him money enough to get back 
to Hamilton, Ohio. Things went alright for about a week or two and then 
ho and his father got into an argument over the forged check, He arranged 
to repay him and went to work at different jobs, such as fry cook and 
gas attendant. He was fired from the restraunt as tl safe came up 
missing $40.00. He then went to Dayton, Onio, whsre he met up with Freddy 
Richardson, woo was with the Chapter of the Outlaw Motor Cycle gang. He 
became a nember of the Outlaws. On becoming a prospect memoer ho was 
required to do so many contract killings. He gained tbe rank of Chief 
Enforcer after filling his five contracts. You had to be a prospector in 
ths bikers bofore getting your patches and colors in the gang. He told 
about the five contracts. Tho first thres contracts he said that he was 
given a location and went there to some house, he walked in the door and 
all tnree per3on in the contracts wers sitting on the floor, all flaked 
out on drugs, so hs shot them. Ths other two contracts hə gave a dose of 
bad drugs and tasy both died. This fulfilled his five contracts and he 
was advanced to Chief Enforcer, This meant that he instructed other 
members in fulfilling contracts and their duties. He was to make sure that 
any contract handed down Was carried out, 

He was 2290 if tne Outlaws engaged in drug Traffic? He answered that 
iney did. 

He was asked if there was any particular religion of the Bikers? 

Re answersd not really, all of them are not in th Satanic Worhivers. 
ES Said wnat no was introduced to the Satan Cult on his first trip to 
California, ho became a nember in 1958, ‘Approved: p s, 5 
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On Sept. 27, 1967 he went into the Army, he had his basic training at 
Fort Bening, Ga., he was there for 8 weeks and graduated as Buck Sgt.. 

He went home. on leave for 1h days, and stayed 30 instead. During this 
time he married Imogene Fredricks on January 3, 1968. As a result of his 
marriage he got an extension. on his leave, but still overstayed this leave 
and was AWOL. He was caught by Hamilton detectives and sent back to 
Georgia for more training. He was sentenced to six months at hard labor 
and a 2/3rd pay deduction. He went AWOl again, after his wife called and 
said that she was having problems and was pregnant. He tried to get 
leave and couldn't, so went anyway. He was gone approximately one month 
again, and picked up by the Hamilton authorities and returned to Kentucky, 
to the Federal Holding Facilities at Fort Knox stockade. He was given a 
special court martial and got six months at hard labor and a 2/3 pay 
deduction cust again. He spent 60 days and lost his pay, then returned 
to active duty. Right after his release he went AWOL again and went to 
Hamilton, Ohio, then to Ventura, California. Two months later he was 
arrested for being drunk on a public freeway and returned by the State 
Police and put in the marine brig, in the Fort Riley Stockade. He was 
given a special court martial again and got six months at hard labor and 
a 2/3 pay cut. He again went AWOL and went back to Ohio, he was picked 
up and sent to Fort Benjamin, then to Fort Riley and given another court 
martial. He tried to escape from there but ha was not successful and 
received a further sentence. He then tried to cut a Guard with a razor 
blade, and spent one month in maximum security. He was sent to Fort 
Leayenworth to the disciplinary Bureau, in Kansas and sentenced to a 
total of 18 months to 5 years. He served most of this until he escaped 
in Nov. 1968, with two other men, one of these was Charles Englebergor, 
they went to Norton Kansas to Charles sisters house, by stolen auto. 
Charles turned himself in and he went on to Ohio, using anther stolen car 
and traveling at night. He got to Hamilton, Ohio and sold the stolen car 
to his brother, Bill. He was again picked up in Dec. 1968. 

While he was in Ohio at that time he was involved in the killing of 
another man called Ski. He said that he and this man were at a Village 
Inn drinking and this Ski made derogatory remarks about his wife so he 
shot him with a 32 automatic. ۰ 3 

On Sept. 22, 1968 his child was born, named Cricket, and on the last 
AWOL trip he and his wife were having problems and suing for divorce. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 10:35 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:7 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to question the defendant. He asked him if 
the body of Danny Johnson had ever been found? Defendant answered that he 
was not sure. He was asked if the body of the homo sexual in Calif, the 
persons killed on the five contracts or the body of Ski had ever been 
found. He said that he was not sure, that when he shot Ski, he just let 
him lay where he had been shot. 

He was picked up on Dec. 2, 1960 and returned to Leavenworth to do 
the remainder of his sentence. On June ربا‎ 1969 he was discharged with 
an Dishonorable Discharge. Ho said that he had been granted some clemency, 
as one of the gurards had been bringing in acid (LSD) and one of his 
friends had died from the drugs, so ho went to the socurity officers and 
they gave him money to make an buy and for helping them he was granted 
clemency and was totally discharged. He then went back to Hamilton, Onio 
and went to work. 

While he was in tne service, Freddi®Approv 
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of his colors in the O.tlaws. After ho got back from the service he made 
a couple of drug runs for the Outlaws. 

He was arrested on July 27, 1969 for committing armed robbery, along 
with him was his brother Bill and a Clifford Smith. He made ۶ plea 
bargain and he entered a plea of Guilty to unermad robbery and was given 
a sentence to Onio State Penitentiary, sentencing on Dec. 11, 1969. He 
was taken from there to the reformatory in Mansfield, Ohio, along with 
his brother Bill. At the reformatory he got into a couple of fights with 
a lifer who tried to make a sissy out of him. He threw hot tea on him 
and they sent him to the hole for 30 days. After that he was transferred 
to Lebanon Correctional Secutity, where he picked another fight and was 
sent to Lima State Hospital for the criminally insane on July 1h, 1970. 
Before he was sent to the Hospital for the Criminally Insane he was at 
Chillicothe Prison, and during this time his mother.anund father cane to 
visit him, while on one of those visits his father had a heart attack and 
died. He said that he tried to help him and he sent for an inmate nurse 
to get oxygen for his father. The nurse took his time and it was er 
minutes before he got there end his father died in the mean time. He 
tried to kill the nurss then tried to hang himself, this is why he was 
sont to the Mental Hospital. He was in Lina Stage Hospital from July ih, 
1970 until Sept. 1h, 1971. He said that wierd things really happened 
there and he explained this to the jury. He said that he was put in the 
strong ward for a couple of months then worked under supsrvision, then 
tried to escape and was put in maximum security, then put in hospital 
ward and worked with old men, while thore was in quite a few fights, then 
he was transferred back to Chillicothe on Sept 1h, 1971 until Dec. 2, 
1971, he was then put on parole and was not supposed to leave the State. 
There were other conditions of this parole as he was to find work , was 
not marry without permission, could have no firearms and report to his 
parole officer twice a week. He said that he got work for a furniture 
auction but quit because of the pay. He then worked as a tree surgeon as 
an apprentice for two months. He was reunited with his mother who had 
remarried a Donald Glubber, they were living in Hamilton, Ohio. His 
next employment was in running drugs from State to State. He becane 
involved through this witaerw with Peter Simons who was oae of the 
bikers. He ran drugs for the bikers out of Dayton, Ohio to Indianapolis 
and Salt Lake City. He got the cars that these drugs were transported 
in from the people he worked for, which was company called Acon., He ran 
aruga in the fall of 1972. Before that time after he was released from 
prison قط‎ killed a person called Cary Whitesell who had at one tine 
stolen $200.00 from his father, this took placo at Four Mile Creek on 
the outskirss of Hamilton, he shot him with a 22 pistol and threw his 
body in the creek. He killed six other persons during this time, one 
in Covenington, Ky, a Don Anderson in Newport, Ky and four otners all 
of whom had done something wrorgto his fathar. 

He stated thaat he had attended rituals in the Satanic Cult consisting 
of human sacrifices, two in Salt Lake, 2 or 3 in Ogden, Utah, two or 
three in Tulsa and two or three in Beaver, Utana, these persons wore killed 
by priests of tno Order but hə was in attendance, 

Pegarding nis work in drug traffic. He said that after his first trip 
to Indianapolis and Utah, he made trips for Acon Auto Transport Agency to 
a Harry Schaffer and a Glen Ricmrds. He said that he received personal 
instructions rom each man he worked for in drug traffic. 

My, Remaxius asked if theses arə just naues a3 they are all luuped 
tozssner, ha dosen't know who people ars, foundation must be laid. 


Approved ; 
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Mr., Robinson stated that this was at the time defendant was employed 
ruming drugs and connected to the bikers group. 

Defendant asked the defendant if there was any control over the bikers 
group on this drug traffic? Defendant said that the Nation counsel would 
have to agree which chapter was to do the drug running. His actions were 
controled by this counsel. 

He said that Leroy Purtlo, a man that he met in San Francisco on his 
first trip, was a friend who taught him to live on the streets. That 
Raymond Ramsey was the person who taught him how to hot wire a car. 

Tom Carey was one of the people he killed who kidnapped his second wife, 
Thomasine, He said that he met Thomasine in Oct. 1972 in San Francisco. 
She was a run away from home and she came by his place and stayed and 

they started to live together. He said that Tom Carey had offered him 

a job driving a car for $20.00 per day, selling watches. While he was 
driving for him he took Fhmasine and kidnapped hor, took her to Garberville, 
Calif. While he had her وط‎ raped her. He said that he went to the State 
Police after the kidnapping. He said that Tom Caray called him and told 
him where Thomasine was. He said that he saw him in Oakland in Feb, 1973 
and that was when he killed him, by shooting hin. 

He said that he married Thomasine on March 3, 1975 at Portland, Oregon. 

That he was supposed to have killed Paul Schrader, and he was tried 
for it but acquitted. He said that ho was prssent when Paul Schrader 
waskilled in Tuson, Arizona. He said that Sanchez was also killed, by 
stabbing eleven times and cutting his throat three times. He said that 
he was charged with murder and tried for it, but not convicted. He 
said that he had contacted Paul Schrader for sis the purpose of killing 
Sanchez. Paul Schrader wasin drug traffic’ too. He had personally 
received instructions on the death of Pml Schrader from national counsel. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Me. Remaklus objected to relevancy of this. 

Mr. Robinson said that he feels this is relevancy in this, as the 
defendant was tried and aquitted for murders of Schrader and Sanchez; 
and feels the results of this acquital in Arizona valuable to resnlts 
here in this trial. 

The court said that it cam see no relevancy. 

Mr. Robinson made statment to the court. 

Mr. Remaklus said that this series of events is strictly irrelevant, 
no bearing on this charge, just attempting to add names and flavor on a 
story far afield from this charge. 

Mr. Robinson as a result of Paul Scharaders death events followed 
regarding Thomasina. There were 2 other deaths in Tuson on the basis of 
Schraders death. 

The court said it could not understand what this trial had to do 
with all: tnses facts. | 

Mr, Robinson said that he felt that it was very relevant. 

Mr. Remaklus said that there is no expianations that goes from ono 
death to anóther. | 

The court made statement. 

Mr, Remaklus said that he didn't think that the story was going to be 
this prolonged. 

The court stated that it understands that mental dofoct and mental 
disease but feels that this should be dealt with directly, why all thsse 
stories on killing? 

Jurors were returned and admonished for lunch. 


Court recessed 11:h5 a.m. 
Approved: 
pp p 
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(CONTINUED) 
Court reconvened 1:15 p.m. 
Jurors returned and it was stipulated all were present. 


Me. Robinson continued questioning. Defendant said that shortly 
after he was acquitted of the murder charge in Tuson and the one in | 
Victorville, Calif he went to Portland, Oregon with Thouasina. Thomasina 
was under care of psychiatrist because of what had happened to her. He 
returned to Tuson to find the man who had help rape Thomasina, a man 
called Julian Drambrosky and waited until the man got off work and shot 
him withhiga power rifle. Then he went back to Portland, Oregon to be 
with his wife. She got out of the hospital and they stayed in Protland 
a little while. He was busted on a breaking and entering charge, which 
was later dropped. While he was in jail on that charge his wife was 
pushed out a fourth floow window. The officers told him this while he 
was in jail. He said that the names of some of the men involved in this 
deal of pushing her out the window. ۱ ۱ 

Defendant was asked if Thomasine used narcotic and dope? He answered 
that She had. 

Defendant after seeing the conditions of his wife in the Mental Hospital, 
ho cut his wrists, and he was placed in ths Oregon State Hospital and 
remained there from Apr 197) until July 1974, he received psychiatric 
treatment while there, including medication and electric shock treatments. 
Prior to his being placed in custody in Salem, Oregon he had used drugs 
and narcotics so waa put on a methadone program, He was asked what drugs 
ne had used and he said heron, speed, marijuana, acid (LSD), cocain, 
Methadone, Window pane acide. 

During his custody in the Oregon State Hospital he was allowed week 
end passes, on one of these passes he completed a contract on Vivian 
Grant Robinson, This contract was from the National Counsel and was 
ordered because of monsy taken from national connsel on drug runs. After 
he left tne hospital he went to Protland, Oregon and stayed there until 
August 1974. He killed JO JO a rival biker because of personal reasons 
of his involvment with Thomisine, He killed Joe Daga, from Seattle, Wn. 
which was not his true mame because of involvment in death of his younger 
brother. Then there was a order from the national counsel which h3 took 
with his brother-in-law, Rodney Nelson, and a David Craneo was killed 
and his body was disposed of in a burial grounds at Beaver, Utah. 

He said that during period of Sept. to Dec. 1973 he was working as 
assistant manager of the ElBambi Cafe, during this time he was arrested 
for tho murder of Paul Schrader. He was making drug runds during this 
period of time. He also went to Old Maxico to obtain drugs, he did this 
in the plane owned and flown by Peter Simons. He was still filling 
contracts at this time. there were two people in Aurora, Colorado ons 
in Salt Lake and a man called Red at Jackson Hole, Wyo. He also attended 
sacrifices out3ide tne Satonic Templo. He said that this Red was killed 
bya 270 high power rifle. 

He also killed Billy Dean in a church in Portland, Oregon in August 
197h. He said that he was a sexton in the church there. He called a 
friend called Eiloy and told him that he was having problems and to come 
over. Mr, 21157 cama to the church, he had a rifle in his truck, so he 
took the rigla and went back upstairs and shot Billy Daan, as he was one 
of the persons involved when Thomasine was pushed out of tne window. 

Me, Robinson asked if he had killed Sandra Jane Hamsamoog in Salen, 
Oregon? He said that he was praesent when she was killed, but will not 
Sell who killed hor. 

Approved 
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He was asked if he had killed Gordon Stanton a union organizer in 
Las Vegas, Nevada? Defendant said that he did, that Stanton was a friend 
of Peter Simons and a main dealer for drugs. This was a contract from 
national counsel, they were in a car driving near Lathrop Wells, Nev, 
and he shot him three times in the head. He said that this was because 
Lathrop Wells was a dessert, and they pulled over there and he shot him. 
Stanton owed Peter Simon money on drugs. 

He killed Charles Thomas Miller shortly after that time at Butte 
Springs, Nev.. He said that after he had kille Stanton that Miller was 
sappesed to full a contract by killing him, he found out about it and 
killed Mr. Miller instead. . 

Another person that he killed was Rick McKenzie another runner for 
Acon, this was in Colorado, present at this killing was Larry (Waco) 
Johnsen. He was shot for running drugs. Waco got the contract and 
started on him. He was set up and the drugs were ripped off him, he 
believed that he had been set up by Waco, so he also shot Weco at that 
time for setting up Rick McKenzie. 

He was asked how he was contacted by the counsel? He said that this 
was through Peter Simons. 

He was questioned regarding his actions in New Mexico? He said that 
he went there in Sept. 197۲ to locate drugs, so started there, this was 
for the organization, he met three Mexicans there and he killed these 3 
men. He described this. He was with 2 friends and met these 3 Mexicans, 
at a gas station, they were members of a Bandito Group, these three started 
Spanish and he couldn't understand them, he can't remember exactly things 
are blurry, but he shot the three and disposed of them by a horse corral. 
He was with a John Boren and a girl, who's name he won't tell. 

He said that he also killed a Tom Sage, a/k/a Jerry, on Oct, 1974 in 
Barstew, Calif, present at this time was John Boren and 2 females. He said 
that Tom Sage was supposed to know where the drugs were in New Mexico. One 
girlealso killed at that time. A girl with him shot Donna, when she fell 
Jerry went for his gun so he shot him and they disposed of the bodies in 
the Calico mine there. Jomm Boy was killed in the same place right after 
Jerry. He then removed all the boidies in that area to the Blue Ridge 
State Park. There he killed an elderly couple, there was no order of them. 

He said that he also killed Terry, who was a news broadcaster in 
Missoula, Mont in the fall of 197h, also Terry from Farmington, New Mexico. 
He doesn't know why now, Said that they were riding in a car and drinking 
and he grabbed him by the throat and choked him, then wrapped him in a 
black tarp and dumped him Lolo Creek in Montana also a Jeff Oslo, not sure 
who he was but it was the same time as he 111160 two newscastors in Missoula 
in Oct, 1974. There was a contract out on him, after he shot him put 
in Lolo Creek. 

He also killed Chief (Walter Henshaw) a biker for Banditos because 
of his involvment with Thomasines accident. 

Jury admonished. 

Court recessed 2:10 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:20 p.m. 

Jury returned stipulated all present. 

Mr. Robinson asked him if he had killed others not described here 
before? He answered that he had. 

He was asked if he was personally acquainted with Anton Lavoy? He 
said he was when he joined the Satanic Cult in 1968 in San Francisco, he 
probably in his presence five times, 2 or 3 of these times were ast tho 
rituals and sacrifices, There was a meeting of the priests under him, he 
had been ordained as Satanic Priest by Lavopritean Francisco. He said 
that in this ceremony of ordination in the cult a priest myst/swem |. 
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allegiance to Satan and make a pact, this pact is to do his work and volunteer 
souls to satan. He was asked if humans were ever sacrificed at these rituals? 

He said that they wore and Lavoy had performed these sacrifices. He was 
asked if he helped aid and abet in these killings? He answered that he haa 
helped dispose of tne bodies. These sacrifices took place in the temple 

of the Satanic Church at San Francisco, Calif. and the boidies were taken 
to another temple. He stated that there was a temple at the McCoy ranch 
and he was in attendance at sacrificial deaths there, maybe 12 or 15. He was 
asked who killed these people at the McCoy ranch? He said it depended on 
wnat priest was present. He was asked if the priests were connected with 
the bikers? He answered some of them were. He was asked if he ever acted 
as priest at sacrifical death ceremonies? He answered that he had at 1 in 
Ozden, Utah, 7 in Tulsa, Oklahoma and Wichita, Kan 1. He said that he 
also attended rituals in Ohio, Colorado, Missoula, Mont. and that there is 
& temple in Burien, Wn. and ho has attended rituals there 

Mr. Robinscn asked how tho victims are choosen? 

The defendant said that on three times the priest chose the victims, u 
these were people from the church. The reasons for performing tho rituals 
was a duty of the priest under the Order of Lavoy. He said that the 
priests did not know in advance who the victius would be. 

Mr. Robinson asked tne defendant if he uas acquainted with a Gary 
Hart? Defendant said that he met Gary Hart through Glenn Richards in 
1973. the circumstances of this meeting was in a drug transaction and also 
satanic ritual. He was a senator elect in Wyoming. 

Mr. Remaklus objected to this. 

The court said he could see no relevancy in this if so to get to the 
point. ۱ 

He was asked when he was apprehended at Glenns Ferry, Idaho where he 
was headed? He said Denver that he had a contract on Gary Hart, this was 
given him from Simon Peter and the national counsel. He was in Fresno, Ca. 
wnen he got the contract. He said that the reason for this contract come 
from Peter Simons and Glen Richards that during the Campaign he campaigned 
against drugs, he had violated the National Counsel rules, also on the 
last drug transaction he had not come through with the money. He was askea 
if he had ever been personally present when Mr. Hart exchanged drugs for 
money? Ho seid that he had been more than once. This drug transaction 
with people holding public offices was not just Mr. Hart, there were others. 
He said that he nad been personally presont, in July 1973 when exchanges 
ware made at Richard Finance Co., also present was Pster Simon, Covenor 
John Love, Jona ð. Gilligan, Senator Hart, a Mr. Troy and Mr, Spencer. 

The court said that before going into details should be a foundation 
layed, nov relsyant as far as hs could sae. 

Jury was &dmonisned. 

Court recassad 2:45 o'clock p.m. 

Court resosnvensd 3:00 o'clock p.m.e 

Jurzyors were returned end it was stipulated all wera present. 

Mr, Robinson asked if in July 1973, if he retained any rank in the 
bikers, a?endanit answered that he was Nationa President of the Oytlaws, 
he was voted in as national counsel. Ha related his duties at that time. 
he said that after the drugs were brought in it was ths duty ofhis chapter 
to Galiver tne drugs, these were delivered to different dealers in difforent 
8 ۶3:93. 

He was asad wnen ne first mat Tom Arnold? He said that hs met him 
in 197i at Grand Junction, Colorado, Ha said that they wanted to get into 
tne drug trarris. He said at tnat time they delivered a roposses car to 
the bank for vaam, He asid shat Arnold anğproyeq, Bradford wore together 
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in Colorado. He next spent time with A,nold and Bradford in Bend and 
Baksr, Ore. He said tmt he was contacted by one of the chapters at 

the Fry Hotel, in Lewiston, Idaho where he and Carol Spauiding were for 

or 5 days. They told him that Arnold and Bradford had a pound of heron‏ با 
and they were supposed make a drop to him at Lewiston. Their first contact‏ 
was at the NezPerce Indian Reservation, this meeting was pre-arranged and‏ 
Carol Spaulding was with him, also Dan end another girl. He said that‏ 

they went into the couse at the reservation and discussed what direction 
they would take. When they left Carol, Dan and other girl rode with ۱ 
Bradford and Arnold and he followed them in the road runner. Prior to the 
deaths of Arnold and Bradford they went down route 95, to Grangeville, 
Whitebird. They stopped at Grangeville, they were not altogether, he 

was alone in the road runner. The rest were in tta 56 Buick. He said that 
he was not involved with the sale of the battery charger, in Grangeville, 
that Tom Arnold sold the battery charger. He ssid that he was still in 
the road runner at McCall, Idaho, ho got as far as Cascade, rest didn't come 
so he turned around and went back. Ho said that he didn't stop st Cascade 
the first time, just long enough to turn around. He drove back to the 
junction, when he got there Dan, Carol and other girl was standing outside 
the car, the trunk was open and Bradford and Arnold was already in the ditch. 
He asked what was wrong, and Carol said "Oh My God they shot him. He 

said that he took Garol in the Buick to Cascade, the others took the Road 
Runner to Clarston. Ho said that they stopped at an old house outside 

of Cascade, Idaho to rest, Carol was still scared. He said that Carol 
wanted to call the police, but she didn't know that he was wanted by the 
Oregon authorities. He said after they rested he drove the car to a spot 
where it was found, from thers they caught a ride to Boise 

He was questioned regarding the pound of heron that Arnold and Bradford 
was supposed to have? He was asked if he ever saw the heron? He answered 
he had not, but was advised that they had it in their possession He 
was asked if he ever saw this heron transferred to somsone elses possession? 
He said that he had not, he said that he never saw the heron at all. 

Mr. Robinson asked how long they had been in Boise? He said from 
Nov. h, 1971 until the day that he and Carol were arrested on Nov. 8, ۰ 
He told of their arrest by Mr. Hill and Officer Menzik, Hs was asked if 
he had tne gun and holster in his possession at the time of his arrest? 

He said that he did not. He was asked if he had it prior to the arrest? 
He said that he had and put in Carols purse when cominz down the road after 
they left the rest area, befors they got to Glenns Ferry. He ssid that he 
first had possession of the gun and holster when they left carols mothers 
home. He was asked if he took the gun from Carols mothers house? He said 
that he had not, that Carol had. He got rid of the gun at the Nez Perce 
Indian Reservation, he gave it to Carol but he thinks she gave to Dan. 
While he was in the Road Runner he had no weapon with him. He took the 
gun again from Dan at the site of the killings and kept the gun until 

Nov. 8, 1971, unless they were hitch-hiking, at wnich times Carol had it 
in her purse. 

Mr., Robinson asked that when he was arrested and taken to Glenns Ferry 
jail had he prior to that arrest taken any drugs or smoked any marijuana? 
He said that ho had taken three hits of window pane (acid) and all three 
of them, Mr. Rivers, Carol and himself had some marijuana which thsy smoked. 

Defendant was asked what happened after they were taken to the police 
station at Glenns Ferry, Idaho? He said that when he was taken out of 
the Rivers car he gave the identification of Joe Carl Adams, he later told 
them at the police station that his name was Tom Turner, he had this 
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ideatification in the name of Tom Turner belonging to a cousin of his who 
lives in Jacxson, Ky.. 

Eo was asked if he remebered the trip from Glenns Ferry to Mountain 
Home? He said that he rememberod first being shuffled around from department 
to department. s 

He was asked if he had discussed this murder with Carol? He said one 
when they were staying at Jim Marsh's house and in tho back seat of the 
police car. Hə said tmt he saw the description of the suspects in the 
Yov. 7th, 197k paper. 

He was questioned abent the questioning by police officer after his areat 
arre3t? He said that there was a session with Mr. Hill, Mr. Woodall, Mr. 
Maxwoll, most of the time hə was hand-cuffed to an officer. He does not 
remember much about the questioning as he was freaked out on acid. He 
said that the depnties came back in regards to his cofession and statoment 
shat he had killed Arnold and Bradford. He was asked if he felt he had 
given that statement? He said that he probably did but that he couldn't 
remamber what he said. He remembers signing exhibit #55, he guessed as 
1t was his signature, but not sure when the statment was made. 

Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 3:37 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvensd 3:50 o'clock p.n. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present, 

Me. Robinson continusd to question tho defendant? Hs asked him if 
he had examined the signature on exhibit #56 and read the statement. 9 
said that he had read it and it was his signature, Hse asked hin if he 
made a statement on Nov. 8, 1974? Defendant answered that he had. 

Mr. Robinson said that he would withdraw his objections to the excluded 
parts of the statement and requested that all of the statement be admitted 
into evidence. | 

Thore was no objections by the State. 

The court said that exnibit #55 and exhibit #56 will be admitted for 
ail purposes. 

Mr. Robinson asked the defendantif he killed Mr. Arnold and Mr, 
Bradford? Defendant answered that he had not. He said that he was told 
by Mr. Freeman if he made the statement that Carol would go free. 

Hə made the statement for Carol, Dan and the other girl to protect 
them. He had a contract out on him anyway and ha was tired of his 
inyolvnent in drugs and the killings. Hs mew that he was wanted in 
Portland and Salem, Oregon. Hə is on the ten most wanted list of the FBI. 

He was askad regarding his transportation from Glonns Ferry to 
Mountain Home and back on Nov. 8, T974, he sald that he does not remember 
ell of it. Fe was asked if he conmnented when thay passed mile post #9. 
Ze said that he may have commented about leaving the car thare when they 
went by. He was asked how long he stayed in Valley County? He said that 
he was arraigned the day oftor his arrest and then taken to Ada County 
and was in tne custody of Sheriff Palmer. He said that he uas appointed 
couanae a Mr, Ward Hower. 

Ko said that ho rememoars being questioned about the death of Billy 
Dean in Portland, Oregon but he is not sure that hs admitting killing 
hin, nor is he sure that he said anything in regards to Jane Ram3anoog 
in Salem, Oregon. He said that his counselor advised him that hs should 
talk to the Portland Orficers if he knaw anything. Hə stated that aftar 
وط‎ wa3 incarcaratved at Boise, Idaho he talked to Mr, Mason regarding the 
Stanton mariar in Nev., and they found that body. After that ne started 
talking abors everything to Sheriff Palmer and officers from other states, 
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On the first occasion that he left the State of Idaho, was to assist 
aad aid in finding a body, he was with Sheriff Palmer, Sgt. Taylor, this 
trip was to Wyoming to search for Rick McKenzie and Waco. The bodies were 
not found. TN | 

He then went with Mr. Mason to New Mexico. He said that on this 
occasion he lied to him about the bodies of the threo Mexicans, didn't tell 
hin the right location. 

He was asked if he had an attorney at this time? He said that he 
did not. 

One trip that he was on was to Missoula, Mont, with Sheriff Palmer 
and Sgt. Taylor. They met the Montana officers there regarding the body 
of a newscastor, who's body had been found before, then to talk about 
two other bodies that he claimed to have killed. The other two bodies 
were not found. 

They next went to Barstow, California. On this trip was Mr. Mason, 
Sgt. Taylor. This trip was to the Calico Ghost Mine to try and 9 
bodies of Donna nd John Boy. This trip was not successful either because 
he had lied again to the officers. The reason that he had lied was that 
he wanted to get to the mine as he felt tta t his mothor and step father 
had been killed and put in this mine, and he wanted to bring his mothers 
body out himself. He said that he looked in the mine shaft for his mother, 
didn't find anything. 

. He was asked why his mother and step father would have been presumed 
to bə in the mine? ۱ 

The defendant said that the reason he had gone to Kentucky, with 
Carol Spaulding was to liik for his mother. He said that his grandparents, 
aunts and uncles were there but he could not locate his mother or step- 
father at all. After his trip to Ky. they came directly to Lewiston, he 
said that they came in a Gremlin, tnis was stolen from a man, he drove 
this car to Orofinio and shoved it into a park and got a ride into Lewiston, 
Ida. with some woman. 

He was asked about the trip into Calif. and tha plane crash? He said — 
that after the plane had settled down and everything was over he had a 
conversation with Mr. Palmer and Mr. Mason and Sgt. Taylor, but does not 
remember what was said. He said that he was badly shaken up and any thing 
he said was spontaneous, he just doesn't remember anything that he said. 

He wasasked again if hekilled Arnold and Bradford? He said that he 
‘did not. 

Mr. Robinson asked him if he had reduced to writing on Mar. 8, 1975 
the testimony of his lifes history and the events just testified to? 

Mr. Creech said that he wrote a manuscript but it is not like the 
testimony. here today, this manuscript was written because he wanted everyone 
to know just what had happened. This was delivered to Ken Mathew, Mr. 
Palmer and Mr. Mason. This was partially typed and the writing was his 
in the reminder of the script. He said that the reason he wanted everyone 
to know about this, was that all S&tinc Cults shold be stopped, that all 
the killings are wrong. He wanted to help other people so they wouldn't 
follow the same path as he had. He said that during his incarceration 
he has tried to write many poems. in these poems he related to the 
killings and the circumstances testified to until this time. 

Mr. Robinson asked for a recess so that he might consult with his 
client, before ending the direct examination. 

The jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 4:15 o'clock p.n. 
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TENTH DAY 
Two Hundredth Judicial Day 
get Oct. 17, 1975 
9:30 a.m. 
Present as before 


Mr. Robinson continued to direct examine Mr. Creech. He asked him 
if during the three or four days that he was in Lewiston, Idaho, vrior 
to Nov. h, 1974, if he used the phone at the hotel or Mrs. Spauldings? 
55 said that he had that he had called his brother, sister and Peter Simaon .. 
the Fresno Chapter. 

He was asked about his meeting with Carol Spaulding? Defendant said 
that he first met Carol Spaulding on Sept. 19, 197h in Fresno, Calif. 
she was working at the same carnival that he was. Mr. Robinson asked if 
Garol was what is referred to as his "Old Lady"? Mr. Creech said that at 
the time that he first met her she was living with someone else, but that 
they have lived together now. He was asked about his tattoos? He said 
that he has one on his right hand, a snake and cross, also a cross on 
his forehead, which is a mark of death. Mr. Robinson asked him about the 
bikers clubs that ho belonzed to. He said that he attained the rank of 
Enforcer nationally and rank of eighth. 


Defendant's Exhibit I (Satanic Bible-pocket book) marked, identified 
and offered 

Objection by Mr. Remaxlus. 

Mr. Rbonson questioned Mr. Creeck on exhibit? He asked if the book 
contained doctrine followed in the Satanic Cult? He answered that it 
did, that the documents are responsible for many of the activities. 

Mr. Robinson re-offered exhibit I. 

Objection by Mr. Remaklus. 

Court sustained. 

Mr. Robinson asked if since his incarceration in Ada County Jail, 
how many visitors from different faiths have visited him? Defendant answered 
there had been. He said that he used to be a member of the Satanic Cult, 
now is undecided between God and Satan. 

He Was asxed if at any other time he had ever been placed under oath 
regarding this trial or charge against him? He said that hs had been at 
the arraignment proceedings. That prior to the trial set on May 20, 7 
he had submitzod to many sessions of questioning propounded by officers 
both Idaho and out of State Officers. Sons of tkese tests were under 
drugs and one was polygraph tests. He voluntarily submitted to a session 
by hypnosis. 

Mz. Robinson said that was the end of his questioning. 

I. Remexlns cross examined ths defendant. He asked him who was 
the first person he killed? He said that this was Danny Johnson and hs 
was 16 or 17 years old at the time. He described Danny as being a sissy, 
no class, no n3art or quear. He drowned Danny because he killed his 
girl friend Sanday Scott. After that he took off on a sight 568122 trip 
towards Calirormnia. He said that hs had trouble in San Francisco, He 
was asked about nis acquaintancs with Freddy Richardson? Us said that he 
waa shot in Portland, Oregon. He was asked about Gene Hillby? The 
Defendan vointed him out in the courtroom, said that he knew hia before 
ne 4a3 in Porvland, M», Remaklus asked him when his daughter, Cricket 
was born? Ze ssid Sept. 22, 1950. Ee asked where she was now? The 
Defendanz said tnat she ia with her mothar, tney were in Brentwood, Cal. 
don't lmow Haare sis is now, Fa had a 9 سر ا‎ in Ada Co.. 
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Mr. Remaklus asked him if he had written a letter to Miss Plowmand, about 
his daughter Crickets kidnapping? He answered that he had, he asked her 
for $5000.00, but never got any maoney from her. He said that he told 
his attorney the same thing and got $1000.00 from him. 

Jury Was admonished and excused. 

Mr. Remaklus made an Offer of Proof, he said that he will show that 
the sum of $1000.00 was given the defendant, at the request of the defendant, 
this money was given to defendants brother, who brought an auto and then 
left the area. ۱ 

Mr. Robinson objected to this, he said that it is a violation of 
client-attorney relationship. 

The court sustained this objection 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued examination of Mr. Creech to the number 
of killings he had testified to and if they had been done for money? 

Mr. Creech said that some of them had been. He said that the killings 
ordered by the National Counsel, he had no control over. He was asked how 
many were ordered by National Counsel. He was asked about Leroy Fields? 
Defendant said that he was not dead. Mr. Remaklus asked him about the five 
in Dayton, Ohio. He answered that there was no money connected with these 
killings, but he gained the rank of Chief Enforcer for those. Mr. Remaklus 
asked him about other contracts. Defendant said that in Ohio, Ski there 
Was no contract, that Carey Whitesell, was not for money nor on a contract, 
after that there were six others in Ky.. Donald Anderson was not for money, 
he was one of the persons that had done something to his father, and there 
were four others that he wasted that had done soemthing to his father. 

Tom Carey Was no money, Paul Schrader of Arizona he was paid money for 
information $1500.00, not the killing. 

Mr. Remaklus aded if he had ever made a statement saying he had 
received $10,000.00 to seek out Paul Schrader? He said that he had. 


praat n Exhibit No. 65 (statement) marked, identified, offered and 
ad ed. ۱ 
Mr. Remaklus asked if instead of $10,000.00 if he only received $1,500.007 
He said that this was true. 
Defendant said that after Arizona he Sanchez, this was not a contract and 
was not for money. He said that there were two men in Tuson that had raped 
his wife, Thomasine, there was no meney involved for those. He said that 
there was a Vivian Grant Robinson that was for a contract and he was paid 
for this. In Aug. 1974 there was JO JO who was a rival biker, there was 
no contract nor money for him. He said that JOjo was a deaf muto. In 
Seattle, Wn. there was a Joe Dega there was a contract, but this was also 
for personal reasons. There was also a David Craneo, who was shot in the 
leg when he was in Seattle, Wn, later killed and put in burial grounds at 
Beaver, Utah, there was no money for this. He said that he received money 
in Mexico, Salt Lake City and Aurona, Colorado killings, not sure how much. 
He was asked about Red at a dude ranch? He said that this killing was 
ordered by national counsel, but he did it for personal reasons, no money. 
Waco was personal reason, not contract. Billy Dean in Portland, Ore. was 
not a contract. 

He-was asked if he had started writing manuscript of life story? 
He said that he had. He was writing this to help others, he was asked if 
all of it was correct? ne said it was notapproved: 
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Mr. Remaklus asked the defendant if he killed Billy Dean in Portland 

in Aug. of 1974? He said that he had. He was then asked if he had not 

gone on to Salem, Ore and killed Jane Ramsamoog? He said that he was 

in Salem, but had not killed her, he knew who did, but will not say. ۵ 

Was preaent at the time Mrs. Hamsamoog was killed, this was in the store 
room of a grocery store, the store was being robbed at the same time. There 
was another person, but he won't tell who it was. 

Defendant was asked if Lind& Crandall was with him in Salem, Ore? 
He said that sne was. 

He was questioned about the killing of Gordon Stanton, in Las Vegas? 
Defendant said that he was a union organizer, and this was a contract 
killing, he was paid for it, he didn't remember how much. He was asked 
i? he hadn't told Mr. Mason and Mr. Palmer that Gordon Stanton was going 
to Montana to have open court surgery, and that he had bummed a ride with 
him, as he wanted to go west, that both of them had become intoxicated and 
had been stopped by the State Police in Nevada? He said that he had not 
told them this. That he was supposed to kill Stanton so he did this by 
shooting him three times. 

Defendant said that he kiled a Charles Peter Miller, he had heard 
that this man was supposed to kill him, as Peter Simon was lossing confidence 
in him. So he killed this Miller. ۱ 

He was asked if he knew someone called Jenny? He said that he did, 
first met her in Beaver, Utah, at the time of Charles Peter Millers death. 
She was present at this killing. Mr. Remaklus asked if it had been her 
that lured him into the Blue Diamond Mine? Hoe refused to answer this. 

Defendant said that the killing of Rick McKenzie was a contract, 
but no money for it. He said that he shot Waco at the same time he shot 
Rick, about 100 yards down the road, this was in Wyoming, about 20 miles 
from Banks. | 

He testified that he killed 3 Mexicans in New Mexico, this was not 
on a contract or for money. He said that these three bodies were some 
that Bud Mason went to look for with him, but found nothing. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 10:30 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:43 a.m. 

Jury returned, and it was stipulated all present. 

Mp. Remaklus questioned the defendant regarding a Tom Sage in 
Oct. 1974 at Barstow, Calif? 

Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 66 (photo) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 
He was questioned regaring the killing of "John Boy"? He said that he 
did this, but got no money for this. 

Defendant testified that he killed three men in Montana, there were 
no contracts on them, their names were Jeff Oslo, Walter Curtshaw a person 
called Carey and then there was a newcaster called Torry, who was the first 
one he killed in Montana. There wer no contract on any of these men. 

He was asked if he had talked to a detective, William Soorzano, 
and told him about 100 bodiss buried at the McCoy Ranch? The defendant 
said that he had talked to him, but thsre was not that many bodies. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit #67 (letter) markad, identified, offered and admitted. 
Mp, Remaklus asked if the lettər stated that the organization was 


holding his wife and daugnter? He answered it did. 
Mr. Remaklus then questioned hin about Nov. 3, 197h. He said 


that he was in Lewiston with Carol پوت ات‎ lef tzzewiatom and met 
Arnold and Bradford, by ths Nez Perce Indian رق و رہ 6ج5‎ | : 
Page ——721 — of pages. ۹ a 5 کک‎ 5 . Pes Z, 


-523- 3 Judge 


sa Aa ہر‎ 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSIIONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATS OP IDAHO, 9701 


Plaintiff Docker NU UM یی‎ 


YS. 


THOMAS EUGENZS CRAEOH | 
Defendant  . Se pes موجہ‎ 


(CONTINUED) 
Arnold and Bradford he was driving a '69 road runner, that he stopped 

and talked to the two men, but did not get in the car with them, that 
they were driving. He continued to testify that they left the Indian 
Reservation about 6:00 or 6:30 p.m. and drove to Grangeville. In | 
Grangeville Bradfor, Arnold, Carol Spaulding, Dan and another female 
stopped to get gas and beer. He was asked how many beer he had, and he 
Said he didn't remember. He was asked who sold the coat to buy the beer 
there? Ho answered that he didn't know., He said that as far as ho knew 
the coat was sold in Whitebird, after the battery charger was sold. They 
then drove through McCall, Ida to Cascade and then he found out that the 
other car with Arnold, Bradford, Carol, Dan and other girl was not with 
him, so he was alone in the road runner and he turned around and went back 
to the death scene. He said that the bodies had already been removed 
from the car by the time tnat ho got back there. He was asked how long 
he was at the seene where the men were killed? Defendant answered that 
he did not remember, but when he left, he and Carol Spaulding left in 

the green Buick and Dan, and the other girl left in the road runner. He 
was asked where the they went and who the other girl was? He ssid that 
he wouldn't answer that question. 

Mr. Remaklus asked that tho court instruct the witness to answer 
the question? 

The court said that the defendant would answer the question. 

Mr. Remaklus asked the defendant who Kathy Spaulding was? The 
defendant answered that she was a sister of Carol Spaulding, age 16. 

Defendant was asked what he did when he left the death scene? 

He said that he and Carol drove the green Buick and headed South, that 

he let the others have the road runner. He said that the road runner 

Was 8 hot car, that he took from Lewiston the day that he and Carol left 
Lewiston. That Dan took this car and he and Kathy went back to Clarkston 
in it. He was asked if he had stopped at McCall before góing past the 
death scene? He said that he didn't know. He was asked if it was dark 
when he left Grangeville? He answered it was. Was it dark when he left 
the 062162 scene? he said that it was. He was asked how long they were 

at the death scene? He said that he did not know. After they left they 
stopped at Cascade for about one-half hour, wanted to rest, but only stayed 
a few minutes then went on to Cougar Mountain Lodge, and rested there, it 
was day light when they left there. Carol and he headed for Boise, there 
they met Jim Marsh. He was asked if he and Marsh robbed a 7-11 store in 
Boise? He said that they had and that is where State's Exhibit #22, the 
gun was used by him. That is where a man called, Jos Carl Adams was the 
clerk and robbed, he took his identification, the same he used at Glenns 
Ferry when arrested. 

He was questioned next how he traveled to Glenn Ferry? He said 
that they rode into Gelenns Ferry with Stevn Paul Winters, who picked them 
up on the interstate. He said that he remembers Mr. Rivers and Carol 
going in a cafe for coffee and recalls being stopped by the officers, they 
were taken to tne police station where hs talked to Officer Freeman, they 
were then transported by officers to Mountain Home. He and Carol rode in 
the back seat of the police car on tno way to Mountain Home. After they 
arrived at Mountain Home he met investigator Woodall. 

He was asked if he müde a voluntary statment there? Hə said that 
he had. This statement was made in the presence of Hr. Woodall, Mr. 
Maxwell and Mr. Hill was there part time. 

Ee was asked if nis rights had been given him? He said they had 
been read to him, bui he Goes not remender signing these. 
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Mr, Remaklus asxed him regarding plaintiff's exhibit 56, if when Mr. 
Woodall said that he was investigating a double murder, if he answered in 
response to tnis, "I did it, I did it? Defendant answered that he had. 
He was asked if this was written down, what he said? The defendant said 
that he had. He was asked if these were his initials on exhibit 756? He 
said that they were. Mr. Remaklus asked that after Mr. Woodall had written 
down the statement of defendants, if they had not gone over it together, 
and where the lines were drawn if he had initialed them? He said tht he 
was not sure. He was asked if that was his initials after line two, saying 
"I need help"? He said that it was. He was asked if that was his signature 
at the bottom of each page? He said that he thought that it was, as he 
writes like that sometimes. He was also asked if he was told to make any 
corrections, he felt necessary in the statement? He said that he was. 
After a sentence "I shot Wayne,(where Wayne was marked out and Tom written 
in), also where it reads “Wayne had a knife and came at me 80 I shot him 
3 times" was his initials after this line? He said that they were. Mr. 
Remaklus said as a matter of fact, you and Carol shot Tom Arnold one time, 
and Wayne raised up in the back seat and he was shot three times? The 
Defendant said that this was not true, he didn't shoot either of them. 

Defendant was asked if it was his signature appearing on the bottom 
of pages 3, lj, 5, 6 and 7. He said that it was. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 17:30 a.m. 

Court reconvened at 11:40 a.m. ۱ 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

۱ Mr. Remakius continued to question the defendant regarding the 

plane crash? Defendant said that he couldn't remember much about it. 


sate's Exhibit No, 68(Poem) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


Defendant was questioned regarding a letter to Gene Hillbee, after 
this trial started? He said that he did write the letter, but it was not 
to influence the testimony of Mr. Hillbee. 


State's Exhibit No. 69 (letter) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


M5. Remaxlus asked him about the letter that he wrote to Carol 
Spaulding? Defendant said that he wrote the letter, but he didn't ask her 
to lie for hin, but to come forth with the truth. He wanted to know why 
she told, that قط‎ was going to shoot her if she ran away from the car when 
the two men were snot. He didn't ask her to say that Dan and the other 
girl shot the two men, Bradford and Arnold, but to tell what really happened. 

Mp, Robinson re-direct examined the defendant. He said that in 
regards to Paul Schrader killing, how much money did he receive? Defendant 
said that the total contract was for $10,000.00, but he only received 
$1,5000.00, this was paid by Peter Simon. He was asked what would happen 
if he failed to complete a contract? He answered that his colors would be 
taken away and a contract would have been put out on hin. 

Witness excused. 

Me. Schrieper was called, and direct examined by Mr. Robinson. 

He was asked if he previously testified that during the با‎ or 5 days that 
defendant was in the Spaulding house with Carol, thers wore phone calls 
and how many? Witness answered that there were a couple, mada by tne 
defendant, ne was not sure. He was not evan sure of the exact number of 
days they were at tne houses, He was asked how long a time had it been 
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prior to discovering the loss of the gun and holster (exhibits #22 and #23) 
that he had checked it before? He said that he had seen it that morning, 
when he was checking the money that was also under the mattressm that was 
on Nov. 2nd or 3rd, he can't quite remember the day now. He was asked if 
Carol had changed her clothing in his room on Nov. 3, 1974? He said he 
didn't know, he didn't see her. 

He Was asked about the relationship between Mrs. Spaulding and 
Kathy, her daughter, was she having a great deal of difficultu and was 

thy on drugs. He said that he didn't really know as he never saw anything, 
and he has never seen her take any drugs or smoke drugs. 

He was asked if before Sept. 197), if Carol Spaulding had came to 
the Spaulding home with Gene? He said that once she left with a Gene, they 
Came in a car, and it broke down, so they left with pack sacks on their 
backs. 

Mr. Remaklus asked who Gene was? Mr. Schrieber said that he didn't 
know. He came again with another fellow after this trouble started. 

Jury was admonished and excused for lunch. 

Court recessed 11:55 a.m. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 

Jury returned, it was stipulated all present. 


James Maxwell, previously sworn was called and examined by Mr. 
Robinson. He was asked when he was first assigned chief investigator 
for this case? He said at the scene of the murder. He later went to 
Mountain Home on Nov. 8, 1974, after the defendant and Miss Spaulding had 
been apprehended. He was asked how long he was with officer Woodall and 
the defendant? He said that he was with them from about 2:00 p.m until 
4:00 p.m., before that he was with Miss Spaulding questioning her. He 
waa not present when the defendant made statement, but was present when 
his signature Was applied to the statement, and just at the beginning of 
the making of the statement, when he said "I did it, I did it". He said 
that the defendant was near tears and nervous at this time. 

He was asked if he had made any discovery about the Buick being 
in New Meadows, with five people in it? He answered that he had, that hs 
bad contacted the owners of the bar and found out that five people had 
been there و‎ but were not the five people connected with this matter. This 


was verified. 

Mr. Robinson asked if in the courses of his investigation did he 
check out the where abouts of the road runner, or did he know one was 
involved until tnis trial? He said that he learned about it during his 
investigation. ۱ 

Officer Maxwell was excused. 

Bud Mason, previously sworn was recalled and examined by Mr, 
Robinson. He was asked when he first came into contact with the defendant? 
He said that this was on Nov. 8, 197), at Mountain Home, Idaho, He said 
that he helped with the investigation and helped transport ths defendant 
along with Carol Spaulding to Cascade, Idaho. He said that 5ط‎ talked with 
the defendant on the way from Mountain Home to Cascade, Idaho, He said 
that the defendant had been given his miranda warning before this questioning. 
He said that while he was talking to defendant on the way back to Cascade, 
Gefendant told nim that the fellow in the back seat threatened him with a 
knife, so he shot him. He also said that he killed qoray | gerden Stanton) 
in Nevada, He said that this was not the first time he nad heard of Gordon 
Stanton, Before he had received a phonecall from Stantons mother, looking 
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for him, as he was enroute to be with her while she had open heart surgery. 
She saw his picture on Tv, and called the State Police in Boise, Idaho, 

The Defendant was supposed to have been the last person seen with Stanton, 
so he asked him about it. Defendant told him that he had been introduced 
to Stanton through Ernie Small. Mr. Robinson asked if he had questioned 
the defendant of the location of Stantons body? He said that he had. Mr. 
Robinson then asked him how long was it before they checked the matter out? 
He said three days later and that a body had been located. He was asked 

if there was any other conversations regarding killings? He said there was 
not. He said that he had contacted the defendant many times while he was 
in Ada County Jail, regarding out of state killings. The next out of state 
matter was in Oregon, and through information two bodies were found. He . 
asked if any other bodies located through information from defendant? He 
said that there was not. He said that his first trip out of state with 

the defendant to locate body was to Albequeque, New Mexico in Feb. 25, 1975. 
This was to search for three Mexican hs alleged to have killed. No bodies 
were found. The next trip was from Boise to Calif. this was not successful 
either. He was asked if he ever went to Wyoming or Montana with 487 

He said that he had not. Mr. Robinson asked if while they were in New 
Mexico if any positive identification had been made of defendant? Mr. 
Mason said that the owner of a horse corrall, who saw defendant pushing his 
bike on the highway above his place. He said that the trip to Barstow, 
Calif was the last trip. That following tbe plane crash it was necessary 
for them to spend the night in Nevada. He said that he and the defendant, 
Creech stayed in a motel, the defendant was hand cuffed and shackled. He 
said that the defendant was in the presence of Sheriff Palmer, Sgt. Taylor, 
and himself when any conversations about being in the Nevada jail took 
place. He had said at that time that he was afraid to be placed in the 
Nevada jail, as he would never get out of Nevada. 

Mr. Robinson asked if any other search for any other bodies was 
made by not going out of the state? Mr. Mason said that many such searchs 
wore conducted. 

Mr. Robinson asked how many bodies were found through information 
given by defendant? Mr. Mason said that 2 at Donnelly, Ida, 1 Nev., 

2 in Ore.. Ee was asked how many bodies in Calif? Mr. Mason said none. 

Mr, Remaklus examined Mr. Mason? He asked if the two bodies at 
Donnelly, Ida, wes Bradford and Arnold, the bodies in Oregon were William 
Dean and Jane Ramsmoog? 

Mr. Mason said that they were. 

It was s5ipulated that Mr. Mason could be excused. 

Charles Palmer, previously sworn was recalled to the stand and 
examined by Mr. Robinson, Sheriff of Ada County., He related upon questioning 
that he received the defendant into his custody on the first part of Nov., 
1974. After ne was brought to the Ada County Jail, they began having 
problems with the defendant, at one time he went to the jail and the defendant 
was laying on the floor, apparently in a seizure of soma kind. He observed 
the officers trying to talk to him but they were having problems doing so. 
He said that 5ط‎ went up to the defendant and toldhim to snap, he wanted to 
talk to him, so he did. Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant inflicted any 
injury to himself at that time? He said he did not. He was asked if the 
defendant was interrigated on out of state involyments about a week after 
this seizure, and then went with Bud Mason somswnere? He said that there 
was an interview and tnis was taped somewhners, there were also video tapes 
on two different occassions. The first autnorized out of state trio with 
the defendant to identify location of bodies wag to Bags, Wyo., the body 


of Rick MeXenzie was located there, present On hls trisAwas géefendant. Mr. 
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Taylor, the pies pilot, some Wyoming officers and himself. He said that 
they tried to locate another body, that of Waco, but didn't find anything. 
He was asked if he was on the trip with Mason and the defendant to 
Albequeque? Ee said that he authorized the trip, and went with them. He 
also went on the trips to Montana, but never located any bodies. He was 
asked if any bodies had been located prior to thoir trip to Montana? 

He said that there was a body found, but not enough evidence to connect 

and flle a complaint against tne defendant. He was also on the trip to 
California when the plane crashed. After the crash he stayed alnight with 
Mr. Taylor and the defendant. He said that the defendant was concerned 
about being in Nevada jail so the decided to keep in a motel room. He 

was hand-cuffed, face down on the bed. Mr. Robinson asked if any. of the 
information given to them by defendant had resolved any deaths out of 
state, in Calif.? He said that there was a Vivian Grant Robinson, there 
were others talked about but not verified. He was questioned about 
killings in Arizona? Mr. Palmar said that he was tried for Paul Schrader, 
and have two more deaths being verified, a Charles Miller in Nevada and a 
Gordon Stanton, In Oregon be has no knowledge except for the one in 
Portland and one in Salem. He has no knowledge of any in Wash. or Mont., 
there was Rick McKenzie in Wyoming, none in Utan and none in Colorado to 
the best of his knowledge. He described the efforts in Kentucky and Ohio 
by officers to locate bodies from information given them by defendant. 

He said that different tests had been given defendant such as sodium 
pentothol, polygraph and hypnosis. Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant had 
ever advised him of his totla involvment in the Satanic Cult? He said 

that be had, and that he had asked for a satanic bible. Mr. Robinson asked 
if the defendant was ever freaked out over claiming the devil was working 
on him? Sheriff Palmer said that he observed the defendant in the 

solitary cell, he claimed that blood was running through tt cell, but this 
was merely faked on the part of defendant. He asked the witness if the 
defendant ever advised him that he witnessed satanic cult deaths? Mr. 
Palmer said defendant had mentioned this. He said that defendant said 

that sacrifices had been in Montana, Seattle, Wn., San Diego, Ca, Utah. 

He said that searches had been mado of thise areas described by the 
defendant, but nothing found in the way of burial grounds. He was asked 

if any picutes of a satanic cult was found in any of the areas? He said 
that there had been, but no burial grounds found. 

Jury admonished. 

Court recessed 2:25 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:47 p.m. 

Jurors returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas examined Mr. Palmer. He asked if the defendant had ever 
admitting given the authorities false leads? He said that he had admitted 
to this. AS one example, he went to California sud on this chass it was 
just a way to get out of jail, also to the Calico Mine area in Calif., no 
boidies were ever found there. The defendant kept changing his story, in 
fact the information given by defendant turned out to be false. 

Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant would be considered a hostile 
witness? Mr, Palmer ansered No. 

, Mr. Thomas asked Sheriff Palmor why they kept looking when they 
received intormation from defendant and they knew he didn't always tell 
them tne truth? He said that the defendant was very ۷۰ 
Fe was asked regarding State's Exhibit #67, which was brought to the 
defendant by a minister, Lynn Plowman, 

>, Thomas asked if the defendant ever discussed the killing of 
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Bradford or Arnold with him? Sheriff Palmer said that when they were in 
the detective amex, prior to the trip to Calif, present was a Mr. Dykes, 


Lv. Mann, defendant and himself, the defendant did make a statement regarding 


Bradford and Arnold. The best reference to this would be to refer to 
Plaintiff's Exhibit #49, and read the transcript. 

Mr. Thomas asked if at the time of this statement that was taped, 
ex. #19, was the defendant given his rights first? Hs said that he was. 
Defendant had a counsel appointed to represent him at that time, but he 
was not present at this statement, as the defendant requested that he not 
be called. 

Mr, Robinson re-direct examined Sheriff Palmer. He asked him to 
describe the trip to ths Calico Mine, In Calif.. Mr. Palmer said that 
in that area there were many mines, the local officers were present. He 
described the arsa. He also said that the area there was not strange to 
the defendant, but no bodies were located as was indicated by the defendant 
in his information to the authorities. He was asked if the defendant has 
changed this information? Mr. Palmer said that the reasons that the 
defendant gave for going to ths mine, was that he felt his mother was in 
ons of these mines, that he had held this back as he felt he might need 
a kicker some other tims. He said that several searches were made of that 
area after they left, don't know anything about them. He said that there 
is aman guarding the mine, but he understood that it was this mans own 
mine. 

It was stipulated by both parties that the witness could be excused. 

Mr. Robinson advised the court tmt he was having difficulty in 
getting Dr. Heyrend here, as he was unable to arrange his schedule, but 
will be available tomorrow. If the State desires to put on any rebuttal 
at this time, out of order, there is no objections by defense counssl. 

The court asked Mr. Thomas if they wished to proceed on rebuttal 
at this time? ۱ : 

Mr. Thomas answered he was ready. 

The court explained this echange in proceedure to tne jury. 

Gene Alvin Hilby, 117 Kelso Drive, Kelso, Wn. was called, sworn 
end direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he was 27 years of nge. 
He was asked if he had ever been convicted of a felony? Mv. Hilby said 
that he was convicted of possession of marijuana in 1970 and again in 
1974 for hinaering prosecution. He was asked if he had ever seen the 
defendant before? He said that he had, he first met the defendant early 
in Aug. 197@ at his house in Portland, Oregon. He described this meeting. 
He said that Linda Crandall brought the defendant by and introduced him. 
Ho said that they watched TV, had: a couple of beers, they had a brief 
conversation, maybe there a couple hours, and hs and Linda left. Then 
about two days later, about 2:30 a.m. the phone rang and Linda, who lived 
with them, came up and said that Mr. Creech was on the phone and in trouble. 
She told him tnat Creech was at this the church, where he was supposed to 
be a sexton, end he was hurt, that some bikers had stabbed him, and he 
needed to go to the hospital. He said that he took the first aid box and 
went to ths church, in his truck, this took about 10 to 15 minutes. He 
arrived at the church and parked the truck, this was the St. Marks Episcopal 
Church. 55 said that the defendant, Tom Creech, came up to the truck. He 
asked to see where he was hurt, and he showed him some marks on his side 
and his stomach, looked like a scratch about 1 1/2 in. long, there was no 
blood ana he Saw no one eise. Creech asxsd ror some type of weapon, as 
there wers threes bikers in the church. He gave hin a rifle out of tho back 
of the truck. He wanted nim to go with him into church and help bring out 
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the men. He told him he wasn't going into the church. Tom Creech told 

him to wait outside, so he went around to the front of the church and 

walked back and forth. The defendant went up a flight of stairs into the 

church. He said that he noticed two men across of the church with their 

heads hung out of windows, so he walked around into the court yeard. He 

heard the gun go off and saw a flash of light. This scared him so 26 ۰ 016 

back in the truck and left going about three blocks down the street. He sat 

there and waited for the defendant to come out of the church. He did come 

out and came oyer to the truck, with the rifle under his arm. The defendant 

got into the truck and told him that he had just killed someone, he showed 

no emotions or fear. He wanted to go back into the church and get the 

other two guys. They went into the church, upstairs and turned left into 

a room, there was a man sitting on the couch, he had a red mark on his 

chest. He asked Creech if the man was dead, and he told him he was. He 

wanted to move the body to the river, and argued with him about this. He 

said he just wanted to leave the church. Mr. Creech went in to a room and 

got a blanket, then wrapped the body in it, he then helped Creech take the 

body to Creech's room, he locked the door and they went to search the 

pest of tbe church, as he said there were still two meu in the church. He 

Said that he saw no one else and no other gun. He was told that the dead 

man was William James Dean 22 years old. He told him how he came to 

church told him about a Freddie Richardson who had a suit case at the bus 

depot, he wanted to go to the depot and get this suit case as there was 

money in it. This Freddy was supposed to have ripped him off. They (he 

ahd Creech) went to the bus depot and picked up a suitcase and they got 

back into the truck. Creech talked about making up some sort of a story, 

that this guy had gone for a gun so he shot him. After they got out on 

the freeway Creech went through the bag looking for something, then threw 

the suit case out the window. He said that the defendant told him how 

freaked out he was, that he didn't know what to do. They went to his 

house. He said that Creech went into the bathroom and he told Linda that 

he didn't want him hanging around there. Creech came out and told hin if 

he told anyona about this trouble that he would be sorry. He told that 

he was told to take the gun and throw in the river. He didn't do this, 

he wrapped in a coat and left it with another person. He went to stay 

somewnere else after he left the house as he didn't want to get into an 

argument with the defendant. The next time that he saw the defendant was 

two nights later. He and Linda Crandall came over to the house where he 

was staying, this was on a Friday night, Aug. 197k. He said that he talked 

to the defendant and Linda, Creech wanted him to help him move the body. 

He told him to go get a rope and pistol. In order to get rid of the 

defendant he told him to go off and he would meet him. Next day he went 

to the police, he told him what he knew and that Creech was at the church. 

He said that he had not told anyone else about this before going to the 

police station.  M9?y-RHebiínsen-&8ohe- Ho was asked how much time he had l 

spent with the defendant? He answered a total of about ہا‎ hours all together. 

The last time he saw the defendant before today was that Friday night that 

he came to the house to talk to him. He said that he spent four months 

in jail on & hindering charge related to this case. 

State's Exhibit #09 was identified. He sited that he had been frightened 

about coming here to testify. 
Jury was admonished. 
Court recessed 3:35 p.m. 
Court reconvened 3:50 p.m. 


Jury was returned and it was Eug oo eer all wore present. 
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Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness. He asked if his testimony 
to the Portland, Oregon police was the same as given here? He said that 
it was. He asked if he had read the transcript here last night, and how many 
other stories or versions had he given before that time? Ho said just the 
one. Mr. Robisnon questioned him regarding his wife Becky. He was asked 
where he was born? Witness said in Feb. 1948 at Portland, Oregon. Ha was 
raised around that area,-attended school. He went in the service in 1965 
and served two years. When he got out of the navy he worked in machine 
shops, aS a Salesman, both clothing books and selling vacuums. He was 
married in 1967, and have one child bora Dec. 1968. Mr. Robinson asked 
if he was ever a member of a bikers organization? He said that he had 
never riden with any bikers. He said at the time he met the defendant he 
was logging. The only time he had met defendant was 2 or 3 days before 
the killing of Billy Dean, and this was at his home. He said that Linda 
Crandall was a friend of his wife and his, that they met her through 
mutual friens, and that she roomed with them. He related what happened 
the night he was called to the church by Creech. He said that after they 
left the church and went back to his place, he left because ho didn't want 
to argue with defendant. He didn't make any attempt at first to contact 
the police or anyone, as he was frightened as to what might happen. He 
said that he had never seen Billy Dean before that night in the church. He 
was not present when he was shot, but went in the chruch afterwards. He 
described what he saw when he got inside the room at the church. He said 
that he did not think that Billy Dean could have been standing up when he 
was shot, but was sitting on the couch. He said that he didn’t argue with 
the defendant when he was asked to help move the body into the bedroom. 

He said that he was not on any drugs or dope at the time this happened, 

that he had been on the methadone program for two months and was not takiny 
eny drugs then. When they left the church the defendant put the gun between 
them on the seat in the truck, they went to the bus depot and got the bag 
belonging to Richardson. The defendant had offered him money, but there was 
no money. He said that he wasn't thinking sbout much of anything at that 
time, but didn't want to cross defendant, so didn't run or try to escape, 
nor did he go to the police at that time. When he and the defendant got 
back to his home, the defendant ordered him out of the house, so he left 

his wife and his son stayed there, he didn't notify the police as he was 
afraid if he went near the police that something would happen to his family. 
He said that when he left his house that he took the rifle with him, that 
was loaded. This rifle was taken to a Greg Stockards ond buried, in ths 
opposite end of town from his home. This gun was finally given to the 
police the day he went to tell them the story. ۱ 

Witness was excused. 

There were no further witnesses at this time. 

Mr. Robinson said that he had examined the material in the taps 
between defendant end Mr. Palmer and hs has no objections and would stipulate 
to it. except for excerpts. ۱ ۱ 

Te court said that the transcript had not besn edited so it would 
be admitted. Fe said to make sure of the material that was being read in. 

Mr. Thomas said that it would be cut out and submit the portion 
stipulated to the jury, this is exhibit No. h9. He said that the interview 
between Palmer and the defendant was typed from the tape. 

The court said that this is still part of the rebuttal and given for 
limited purposes only, not for proof of defendant guilt, only as to the 
credibility as to the truth as defendant as a witness. 

Approvec 
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There were no more available witnesses by either party until 
Monday morming. 
It was stipulated that Officer Woodall could be excused. 
Jury was admonished and excused. 
Court recessed 4:35 o'clock p.m.. 


ELEVENTH DAY 


ہ — — — 
سس سس سز ہس m‏ 


October 20, 1975 

Two Hundred First Judicial Day 
9:30 a.m. 

Present as before 


The jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 


J. Fred Hurst, Boise, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Robinson, he said that he is a psychologist, licensed to practice 
in the State of Idaho. He has been in Boise for the last three and one-half 
year. He gave his sducational back ground and formal education, and 
expierence. He said that he came in contact with the defendant on 
December 12, 1974, at the request of Sheriff Palmer. The purpose of this 
meeting was to make a psychological evaluation of the defendant. 9 
explained the methos he used to make this evaluation. After he had 
completed this examination, this was reduced to a written report. 


Defendants Exhibit J (Report Dr. Hurst) marked and identified. 


Dr. Hurst said that in Dec. 1974 he spent approximately 5 hours with the 
defendant. He said that Mr. Creech was a very cooperative individual. He 
obtained a brief history of the patient. He said that he made seven different 
tests and he explained these tests to the jury. He said that all the test 
fell in the average range, except one was above average reasoning. He 
Said that in one test it proved that the defendant was able to function 
at average level in Reading, Spelling and Arithmetic. He found no sign 
of any brain damage, His responses were normal, his personality function 
in normal range. He wxplained this that as the defendant would make 8 
statement his mood would change, his findings that his personality was 
dymatic, irratic. He said that in the M.M.P.I. test, which is widely used 
in several fields, and tells many things, such as the reactions to adjust- 
ments to things. The results of this test he noted a large amount of 
confusion, irratic and unpredictable method of coping with problems, and if 
he did this was done with detachment. He did feel that the defendant was 
in touch with reality but responded to things with irratic detraction. 

Dr. Eurst said that after tne tests wore made, it was his professional 
opinion that the defendant functions in an average range of intellegence, 
he could hear and understand and react to instructions and cooperated with 
him, he felt that he had an immature personality, he responded to situations 
with detachment, he is a loner but wants acceptance, he is defensive, 
stubborn and resists changes, he takes more from people that are around 
him than he gives, he does not learn from expierence, and at times is 
implusive, he has a lack of feelings for others, and this makes the defendant 
dangerous to others. He lacks the ability to stop and think things over be- 
fore he does them, judt goes ahead and thinks later. He said that his 
written report was completed by mid Jan. 1975. 


Defendants exhibit J (report) was offered anc admitted. 


Approved? 
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Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Hurst what the difference in the fields of 
psychology and psychiatry was. Mr. Hurst said that psychology was strictly 
of the mind and not usually a medical doctor, psychiatry is done by a 
medical doctor, the approach is not too much different and the field is 
compatable. The field of psychology is like an investigation for a 
psychiatrist sometimes. He said that he made a follow up examination in 
sept, 24, 25 of 1975 for the trial. He related the tests made. He said that 
ABC test, was done for the purpose to find if brain damage or if there was 
a gross mal-function of the brain of defendant. He said that he found no 
brain damago, there was no mal-function of the brain, that the tests made 
at this time were compared to the tests done in Dec. A919 and the responses 
wers very similar. 

Jury admonished 

Court recessed 70:10 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:52 a.m. 

Jurors returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Robinson asked Dr. Hurst if in giving the tests to the defendant, 
had he availed himself of the previous tests from Ohio or Salem, Ore.? He 
said that the defendant told him of no previous testing. He said that 
there was some tests in Salen, Ore, but they were not conclusive. He said 
that in all tne testing, that he did, there wasn"t any evidence of brain 
damage, no mental illness, so he made no recommendations to the court. 

Mr. Thomas 22033 examined Dr. Hurst, He said that it was the 
finding in all the tests made on the defendant that no serious brain 
damage in defendant and no mental illness? Dr. Hurst said that this was 
correct. | 

Mr. Robinson re direct examined Dr. Hurst asking if he felt there 
was some brain damage? He said he did not. 

Dr. Floyd LaMarr Heyrend was called, sworn and direct examined by 
Mr. Robinson. He said that he resides at Boise, Idaho and is a physician 
specializing in psychiatry. He gave his educational background and 
expierence. He said that he has been in Pribate practice for seven years, 
he was licensed in 1956. He said tnat he has been incontact with the 
defendant, Thomas Creech on numerous occasions, some of them were quite 
lengtaly. He said that he first saw him in the Ada County jail, and saw 
him there approximately five times. He also visited his office about 
eight times. He said that he has also helped to interrigate the defendant 
under hypnosis and other drugs. Mr. Robinson asked if on all.of the visits 
defendant made to his office, if he was under the influence of some drug 
or hypnosis? Dr. Heyrend said that on all visits to his office that part 
of his examination or conversation with the defendant was performed while 
the defendant was under drugs but part of that visit was before the 
defendant was given any drug or hypnosis. Mr. Robinson asked if he had 
bean hired o» asked to make an evaluation of the' defendant for tne State 
of Idaho? He said that he had. He was asked if he had been hired by 
himself o» taa defendant? Dr. Heyrend answered ne had not. Mr. Robinson 
asked if in his examination he had gons over all the medical back ground 
and availed himself of all medical records, if be had gone through the 
brain scresninz for brain damage by Dr. Hurst? He said that he had used 
Dr, Hursts helo and report to aid him, that he had looked at all tne 
documents pauline Sd by the law enforcement and talked to the psychiatrist 
of the Stats of Oregon, also statements written by the defendant himself. 
Eo said on his first visit to the defendant he administered some medication 
to calm tha defendant down, tae following visit he talked to tha defendant 
of himself as a person and his history, bota with end ماس‎ toes use of 
druzs 
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Ee said that his sessions with tbe defendant usually covered all views of 
his life. He was generally cooperative in the sessions, he was very 
cooperative of his girl friend, Carol Spaulding. 

He was asked about the questioning while under the influence of 
drugs, such as sodium pentothol and others? Dr. Heyrend said that sodium 
pentothol was close in relation to sodium amothol, these are shot acting 
barbituates. They put people in sleep or relaxes a person so they can 
consentrate on certain subjects. He explains the methods used. That 
during these sessions while under drugs they would bring answers from 
defendant from sub-conscious mind, all the information stored in the brain 
not always accessable, and the use of sodium amathol helps remember details. 
Mr. Robinson asked if they were able to get the details on total story of 
deaths? He said that they were. Mr. Robinson asked how much control the 
defendant had under drugs or hypnosis? Dr. Heyrend said that there wers 
times when the defendant exerted considerable control under drugs, but had 
no control under hypnosis. He asked Dr, Heyrend about the methadone program? 
Dr. Heyrend explainted that this was used to help many users of drugs. He 
explained the program, he also said that the program has nov been discontinued. 
Me. Robinson asked if he ever determined if the defendant had been a user of 
drugs? He said that he had used drugs. Mr. Robinson asked in what the 
defendant described as his drug habit, would this have any effect on his 
administering drags for his questiong session? Dr. Heyrend answered it 
would not. Mr. Robinson asked if he would describe what he found in his 
examinations of the defendant during sessions? Dr. Heyrend said that based 
on detailed history, he felt that the defendant had nevar been able to 
relate to anyone successfully. In terms of over-all behaviour the defendant 
tended to be implusive and acted without any fore thought. His attitutde 
was what appeared to be good for him, must be good for others. He lacked 
any sensitivity for feelings of others. His morals were different from 
others, lacking average standards. As to his anxiety, this was normal, he 
was not sick, just depressed from being where he was. His most distrubing 
aspect was inability to show any remorse and profit from it, 85 from past 
expierences. He felt that his actions were normal considering the situation 
he was in. His history of poor adjustment dated from early childhood. He 
Said that he didn't relate well to any of his family, no close family ties,feel 
his family exnibited poor example, he had difficulty in school, he is not 
dumb but perfectly normal. He shows through all his life that he can not 
adjust to anything, employment, military service and marriage, he felt that 
this was throuzh his anability to relate to people. He said that during 
many of his talks with the defendant, the defendant did lie to him. That 
the reason that the defendant was given mediciation was to keep him calm 
ہہ‎ that he would not evade the issue, as the defendant has & hard time 
holding the point of time, goes around in circles. Tho witness was asked 
if the defendant had been asked specific questions of the involvments, when 
medication had been administered? He answered that he had. He said that 
to determine what was the truth and what was not they used drugs, so thay 
could make a evaluation. He said that some of the gusstions asked revolved 
around his affiliation with both the Christian church and other churches, 
how he became involved with the satanic church how he functioned as an 
observer and a priest. Mr. Robinson asked if he ever referred to himssif 
as Satin? Dr. Heyrend said that he did relate as only thru Satin in hin, 
not that he was Satan. He asked if he had deeds ever heard the defendant 
Say ne was Anton LaVay? He said that the defendant has come under the 
powers oZ this individual and would do as he dictated, he didn't recall the 
exact words oi the defendant, ۱ ۲ 
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He was asked if from all the contacts that he has had with the 
defendant if he had made an evaluation of eatem tee 

He said that he had. 

Jury was admonished and excused ior lunch 

Court recessed 11:55 o'clock a.m. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 

Jury Was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to question Dr. Heyrend. He was asked if 
ne had done a second testing of tho defendant? He answered that he had. 
He was asked if this second test proved if the first test was accurate, 
and that there was no brain damage to defendant? 

Dr. Heyrend said that the Order for the second test called for 
an evaluation of the defendant. That this test was to cover two points, 
regarding the ability of defendants mind as to malice aforethought and to 
his mental out look at tnat time of the crime. He said that his test 
did not cover the point as to malice afore thought, so he cannot respond 
to this Question. 

Lr. Robinson asked if he had reduced his findings to a written 
report? 

He said that he had. 


Deft. Exhibit K (Report) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


Mr. Robinson asked if this evaluation mentions the fact that tne 
defendant claims to be involved in other murders? 

Dr. Heyrend said that the defendant had, perhaps }O or so, and 
tnat there had been 6 this year. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he sued sodium amathol often. 

He said that he did, and often in law enforcement affairs. This 
was performed at the request of the Attorney Generals Office of Ada County 
Sheriff on Mr. Creech. 

Mp. Robinson asked Dr. Heyrend in regards to his evaluation of the 
defendant, what effect Deft. Exheibit #1 (Satanic Bible) would have on the 
defendant if tnis book had been accepted by the defendant? 

Mr. Thomas objected. 

The court sushained this objection. 

Mr. Robinson said that this question went to the ability of the 
defendant to act and malipulate people. He asked the Doctor if the 
defendant tried this with him and was he successful? 

Dr. Heyrend said that he detected that the defendant was trying to 
malivulate hin. 

Dr. Heyrend was asked if he found any serious mental illness in 
his examination of the defendant? 

He answered that he did not 

Tne Jury was admonished 7:45. 

The court asked if there was any reason not to excuse the; two 
doctors? 

ie. Robinson asked Dr. Heyrend whether or not the accepting of the 
satanic bibie by the defendant would affect his behaviour? The Doctor 
was asked if ne had read this book? 

De. Heyrend said that he had not but was aware of what it contained 
by representation inpart by the defendans. He feels that this would not 
make much difrerence in tne pattern of benaviour of the defendant, considering 


ne hac done all his life. 
o ار‎ 
Tignes Judge a s 


Approved; 


of pages. -535- ‘Os 


لا با VJ—‏ 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THR 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO, : 
Plaintiff ) Docket No. ?/91 | 
۱ 
YS. 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Oct. 6, 1975 
Defendant Date 


' 8ک 


Tne court asked the basis for the Offer of Proof? 

Mr. Robinson presented argument and offered Defendant's Exhibit I, 
the Satanic Bible. 

The court rejected this exhibit. 

Mr. Robinson said that by his Offer of Proof he hoped to show 
through the witnesses, Bishop King of the Episcopal Church and Anton Lavey 
of the Satanic cult, the two total aspects of Christianity. Bishop Lavey 
as to the satantic belief. The purpose of this is to show that the 
defendant is on one side of the fence, as far as religion, and then on the 
other. 
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Mr. Thomas answered that he objected to this am there is no showing 
that defendants belief is relevant to this case, so can see no reason to 
call either of the bishops. 

Court sustained this objection. 

The court said that Doctors Heyrend and Dr. Hurst would be excused. 

Jury returned. 

Edward Zoring Stewart called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. 
Robinson. He said that he resides at Box 261, Cataldo, Idaho and is the 
criminalogist at the North Idaho College, at Goeur d'Alene, Idaho. He 
has been at the North Idaho college for three years as an instructor of law 
enforcement and mathematics. He said that a part of his duties consists of 
operation and the determination of polygraph tests, as a polygraph examiner. 
He related his back ground and education. 

He said that he became acquainted with the defendant the first time 
on Aug. 10th or 12th, 1975 at the request of Mr. Robinson. He interviewed 
the defendant on Aug. 15, 1975 and once a week since Sept. 2, 1975. He said 
the defendant was very cooperative with the examination. 

Mr. Robinson asked:.if there was a determination made how a person 
would pe-act to the polygraph test? 

Mr. Stewart said that there was and that the defendant was an 
excellant re-actor. He explained the polygraph test to the jury. 

He was asked if each operator giving the test had a different mode 
or method? 

The witness said that there are standard test for this. He said 
that he followed this general testing for defendant. 

He was asked if there were specific questions as to drugs, satanic 
matters and if his findings were ever reduced to writing? 

He said that he did ask questions on these matters and that he had 
made a written report based on his testing. 


Defendants Exhibit L(Stewart Report) marked, identified, offered (limited 
to Offer of Proof) and admitted. 


Me. Robinson asked if based on the palygrapn test, were the results 
reliable, He answered that they were. 

He was asked if he had taken tne information from the tave and 
reduced to answers of certain questions, set forth by him? 

rir, Stewart answered that he had. 

Mp. Tnomas cross examined tho witness. He asked if tne defendant 
had been interrazgated extensively before the polygraph test? 

Mp. Stewart said tnat he had not, He said that he was aware of 
t tne cerendant had a polygraph test before. 

aszed if he felt thet ine defendant didn't care if he was 

37 and tnat it would have Rpprovep: ٤٥٥٥٢ آ٥٢‎ tne, polygraph test? 
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(CONTINUED). 

He said that he felt that the defendant was aware of this, but 
that the defendant had been truthful with him. 

He was asked if in respect to the test, that he had all the 
information vo get a successful test? 

Mp. Stewart said that he didn't have all the information, but 
enough to take a polygraph test. 

Mr. Thomas questioned him in regards to the هه‎ aspects of 
defendant at time of testing? He said that he didn't know as to blood 
pressure, etc. 

He was asked if polygraph tests had — prepared from other 
polygraph tests? He said that they had not. 

Me. Thomas objected to the offer of proof, that evidence from 8 
polygraph test was not admissable. 

The court sustained this objection. 

It was stipulated that Mr. Stewart be excused. 

Mr. Robinson said that the defendant rests at this time. 

Court admonished the jury. 

Court recessed 2:15 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:25 o'clock p.m. 


Mr. Robinson re-offered Defendant's Exhibits A and B. 


Defendants Exhibit A was admitted 
Defendants Exhibit B was admitted. 
Mr. Robinson asked if Plaintiffs Exhibit had been admitted in its entire 


form? 

The court instructed the Jury that this exhibit was admitted for 
purposes of impeachment., He asked if Mr. Robinson now Waived all his 
objections to this exhibit? ۱ 

Mr. Robinson said that he did. 

Me. Thomas said that they were not offering any more of the exhibit 
than before. 

Mp. Robinson said moved for the general purpose, he feels that the 
entire tape should be admitted. 

The court said that he would treat the states offer as a separate 
matter. This could be handles on rebuttal. If they want the entire tape 
in evidence then they can offer it. The stato wanted to offer the entire 
tape and there was an objections from tir. Robinson and only a portion of 
the tape 585 ۳ ۰ 

lir. Robinson asked that this portion of the tape be marked as 
Defendants Exhibit M. 

Tne.courts said that what has been marked as Plaintiffs exhibit و9‎ 
be marked as Derendants Exhibit M, this includes the entire document. 
Defendants Eznibiz M ) taped marked. 

Mr. Tnomas objected to the adnission of the entire document because 
the evidence nas been limited. 

Tne court sustained tne objection and exhibit if denied. 

Defendants Exnidit i refused. 

The jury was returned into court and it was stipulated all were 

present. 


i court asked of counsel if there was any rebuttal? 
Dr, دوه نتم‎ Estess, 6003 Overland Dr, Boise, Idaho was called, sworn 
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and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is a physican and 
Specializing in psychiatry. He gave his education and background. He 
Said that he is acauainted with the defendant. His first meeting was at 
the request of the court on Dec. 12, 1974, in his office. 

He was asked if he had availed himself of the services of Dr. Hurst? 
He answered he had. He PN that he had conducted a psychiatric evaluation 
of the defendant on Dec. و‎ 197lj and Dec. 18, 197). He said that he learned 
of personal history of dou from Boise Statesman. 

He was asked at the time of his first evaluation did he arrive at 
& conclusion? 

D», Estess said that he thought that defendant had a personality 
disorder. He described this to the jury. He said that everyone who has a 
personality mental illness does not include having personality disorder. 

He told that the great deal of turmoil in the defendants sociel life is 
just because of the way he handled himself in society. 

Mr. Remaklus asked about his second evaluation? 

Dr. Estess said that in August 1975 he checked with the personel 
of the jail to see if any changes in the habits of the defendant and also 
checked with the Sheriffs office again on the facts. Looked at the 
evaluation of Dr. Hurst, and went over with him all the material at hand 
as his re-evaluation, but his initial conclusions remained the same. 

He was asked as of Nov. وبا‎ 1974 did he have any opinion that the 
defendant was suffering from any mental defect or disease? 

He said that he did have an opinion. Defendant was not suffering 
from any mental disease or defect at that time. He said that the defendant 
had an obvious ability to malipulate peeppie people, making him a very 
unreliable person. He said that the defendant had a negative identity, as 
the defendant has gotten rewards, in away, for being bad ever since he 
was a young child. 

He was asked if he had an opinion as to this type of conduct that 


was engaged in while the defendant was in jail for this charge? 
Objection by Mr. Robinson. 
Objection sustained by the court. 
Mr, Remaklus contiued his examinktion. He asked if the defendants 
used drugs. Dr. Estess answered No. 
ijr. Remaklus asked if he would term the defendant with moral insanity? 
Dr. Estess said that he is not sure, as it is a term that he does 
not use. Taat this relates to someone having religious beliefs and that 
moral insanity is just a saying. 
Dr. Hstess was asked to describe defendants personality? He said 
tne defendant reacts to stress, he is resistant and peranoid. He has a 
resistance to being found out, and has a tremendous feeling of inadequacy. 
He was asked if based on his examination of Nov. T 1974 did he feel 
that the defendant was responsible for his actions, that he could determine 
rigot from wrong, and could have conducted himself according to law? 
Dr. Estess answered that he felt that tho defendant could have. 
Tne court said that the doctor is not allowed to go into anything 
that tne derendent told him at the timo of the interview. 
ir, nemaklus asked if the defendant was capable of pre-meditation 
and malice 5325 23 124 
he enswered he felt that he was. 
in Nov. وبا‎ 1974 was the defendant capable of malice aforethought, 
Ee Reed Ves, 


15 ensywer TO question he ssid vm BG ne felt that the defendant was 
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Regarding his satanic involvments, he said that he really set himself up 
with sensational actions, that it was consistance with what he did before. 
Defendant was Gelusive. 

Mr, Robinson cross examined Dr. Estess. He asked if most every 
person who comes to see him, is deceptive? 

He said no, he didn't believe that, many were straight forward, but 
at sometimes everyone deceives themself. 

ir. Robinson examined him regarding his schooling and expéirence 
as a psychiatrist. 

He was asked about moral character? 

Dr. Estess said the only disease of moral character is sin. He 
does not use the saying of moral sanity. That christianity and satanic 
are words in roligion. 

Mp. Remaklus asked Dr. Estess if he practiced psychology in the 
service? 

He said that he did. 

it was stipulated that Dr. Estess be excused. 

Dan Carey, was called, sworn and direct examined by lr. Remaklus. 
He said that he is a laborer in the gospel of Lord, Jesus Christ. His 
home town is Lewiston, Idaho but that he has been in Washington picking 
apples. He lived in Lewiston for seven years. ۰ In Nov. 3, 197h he was in 

Lewiston, Idaho attending Lewis-Clark vocational school as auto mechanic. 
He is acquaintád with Carol Spaulding, for 5 years, he went with her off 
and on, two years before Nov. 1974. He knew where she lived in Lewiston, 
Idaho. He stated that he heard that she was in Lewiston on Nov. 1 or و2‎ 
1974 so he went to her mothers home to see her. He saw the defendant for 
the first time on Nov. 2, 197h. 

He pointed out the defendant for the record. 

Mr. Remaklus asked other than seeing him on that date, did he have 
any other contact with defendant, until in this courtroom? 

He said that they drove around in his car witn Carol and the 
defendant for about an hour, they smoked some pot and drank some beer. He 
took Carol and the defendant back to her mothers early that evening. 

He was asked if he stayed in Lewiston that night? 

The witness answered that he went over to Clarkston, Wn-to his 
motners house, wnere he lived. He said that he remembers the date of 
Nov. 3, 197L, as he was at his mothers, his car battery tipped and spilled 
acid. He also went to churcnitwice that day, the rest of the time he was 
with his mother. On Nov. lh, 1974 he spent the day from 8 a.m. until 3 p.m. 
in class. His mother drove him to school as his car wouldn't run because 
of the dead battery. He had the car fixed that day so was not in the 
vicinity of Donnelly, Idano. 

He was asked if he killed Arnold or Bradford? 

iit. Gerey answered that he had not. 

ir. Robinson cross examined ir. Carey? He asked if he was the 
father of Carol 558511104125 117 

Objection by ir. Remaklus. 

Sustained py tne court. 

The jury was admonished, 

` Court recessed 3:35 o'!clocl p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:45 o'clock p.m. 

Jury returned ad it was Stipulated all present. 

ır. Remaklus said that the trial had moved more rapidly than he 
Rad exoected and that no other wiimessess are available until tomorrow. 


Approved; 
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He requests that the court recess until tomorrow, Oct. 21, 1975. 
The jury was admonished and excused for the day. 


TWELETH DAY 
October 21, 1975 
Two Hundred Second Judicial Day 
9:30 a.m. 
Present as before 


The court stated that Plaintiffs Exhibit #70 was marked and admitted 
for limited purposes only to show why testimony stopped. Not to go to jury. 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. -` 
Kathy Spaulding, Lewiston, Idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she has lived in Lewiston, Ida. for 
seven years. She is the sister of Carol Spaulding. That she lives in the 

home of her mother with her brotner and Mr. Schreiber. 

On Nov. 3, 1974 she was in Spokane, Wn., with Mrs. Knudson and 
her daughters. They went in the Knudson car and spent ail day visiting 
tne fair. They arrived home about 9:30 p.m.. The Knudsons are neighbors 
of theirs. On Nov. وبا‎ 1974 she went to school. 

She said that she is acquainted with Dan Carey. 

She was asked if she was in Donnelly, Idaho on Nov. 3, 1971? 

She answered she was not. 

She was asked if she took any part in the killing of Arnold or 
Bradford? 

She said that she did not. 

Hp. Robinson cross examined the witness. He asked if she had seen 
Carol or Tom Creech on Nov. 2, 1974? | 

She said that she had. 

She was asked if she had gone to Clarkston on that day? She answered 
She had not. 

iir. Robinson asked her if she owned a bird shirt? She said yes, that 
she had given it to Carol, that she had it with her on the trip. 

e asked her if she smoked pot? She answered yes. 

He anked her if she had smoked pot on the week end of Nov. 2, 1971? 

She answered No. 

rir. Robinson asked if she had gone to the worlds fair on Nov. 3, 
1974 and the nane of the Knudsons daughters? 

She said that she had gone to the fair. The Knudson girls names 
ape Pam, Judy and Lisa Anderson. 

She was asked if she was free to come and go ans she wished. 

She said that she vas. 

Witness excused. 


Myrtle Knudson, 2502 8th, Lewiston, Idaho, was called, sworn and 
direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. She is employed as a Deputy Assessor for 
Nex Perce 8000 Idaho. She said that she is acquainted with Kathy Apaulding 
She was asked who lived with er? She said that George, Judy, Pam and Lisa 
Anderson, 

On Nov. 3, 1974. she went to the worlds fair in Spokane, tm. This 

Sas the last day of the fair, and she took Judy, Pam, Lisa and Kathy 


HE wiih her. They left Lewiston at approximately 8 a.m. and arrived‏ لو 

home about 9:30 5.m. that night. She dropped Kathy off at her house and 

went on home. Laver her “gids went over سس‎ > Kathys housa to visit. 
88 
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Mr. Robinson cross examined Mrs. Knudson, He asked her how many times 
shs had gone to the fair in Spokane? She said that she went only once. 

Sne was asked if she had checked the date? She said that she had 
not but believes that it was Nov. 3, 197l. | | 

Witness excused. . 

William Schrieber, previously sworn, was called and examined by 
Mr. Remaklus. He was from Lewiston, Idaho and lived with Mrs. Spaulding 
and family in their home. | 

He was asked if he remembered Kathy Spaulding going to the worlds 
fair? He said that he did, he knows that Kathy went to the fair, as he 
was at home when she came back, this was around 9:30 p.m., and he saw her 
in her bed later that night, as she sleeps on the hide-a-bed in the living 
room. He said that she was in bed at around 10:30 p.m. that he saw her in 
her bed, as he usually goes to bed and reads until the mill whitle goes off 
at 3:00 a.m., He said that if anyone had left the house that night he 
would have known. 

lie. Robinson cross examined Mr. Schrieber. He asked if there was 
a back door on tne house? 

He said that there was, but that it sticks, and he would have 
heard it. 

He was asked if he was sure what day Carol and the defendant left 
the house in Lewiston? i 

Mr. Schrieber said that he was certain that it was the same day 
that Kathy left to go to the fair. 

. Witness excused. 

Jury admonished. 

Court recessed 9:50 a.m. 

Gourt reconvened 10:05 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all were present, 

Charlotte Smith, Glarkston, Wash. was called, sworn and direct 
examined by tim. Remaklus. He asked her if she had any family? She answered 
that she had three suns Mike Carey, age 22, Dan Carey and Jeff Carey age 13. 
Sne is the mother of Dan Carey who previously testified in this hearing. 

She is a nousewife and not employed, her husband, sells cars. 

She was asked if Dan Carey was there in her house on Nov. 3, ا197‎ 
weekend? She said that ho was as she remembers that on Nov. 3, 197h, Dan 
put new tires on nis car and then the car broke down tne next morning and 
he spent all day at home. Next morning, Nov. وبا‎ 1974 she took him to 
school. So he was at home all that weekend and in school on Monday, Nov. h. 

Tnere was no questions by Mr. Robinson. 

Witness excused. 

D». Josepa Herbert Treleaven, Salem, Oregon, was called, sworn and 
direct examined by ii. Remaklus. He said that he is a physician, specializing 
in psychiatry, at the Oregon State Hospital, Salem, Ore.. He gave his 
educational backsround and said that he has in psychiatry for 2h years. 

He was asked if he was acquainted with tne defendant? 

He said 5255 he was, and pointed out the defendant for the record, 
He first mes the defendant on April 9, 197k at Oregon State Hospital, he 
had been sent to the nospital by the District Court Judge for esamination 
and treavmenz while under criminal charges. He made an evaluation of the 
defendans and explained the methods used to the jury, ho also did a complete 
physical. 

26 was asked if after making his tests he had arrived at a conclusion? 

ine Docvor answered that he had. He found that the defendant has an 
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(CONTINUED) 
anti-social personality, he went on to explaint this further. He observed 
the defendant for 10 days from Apr. 9, 1974 until Apr. 19, 1974. On 
May 2h, 1974 he was returned to the hospital under civil commitment and 
treated on general side of hopital, until June 20, 197h. He said that 
this case of defendant was submitted to the hospital board on May 30, 1974 
prior to transferring defendant from maximum security to the general part 
of the hospital. The opinion was the same as the first time tnat the 
board reviewed this defendants case, that he had a depressive dignosis, 
there was no evidence of any mental disease or mental defect. 

He was asked when the records show that the defendant was released? 

Doctor answered June 20, 197. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Dr. Treleaven. He was asked about 
his position at the Oregon State Hospital. 

The doctor said that he is the clinical director and supervision 
and has been there since 1966. He was in direct contact with the defendant. 
He reduces the history and findings to a written report on Apr. 25, 197h. 


Defendants Exhibit N (Report Dr. Treleaven) marked, identified, offered 
and admitted. 
The court allowed that a photo copy of the original be substituted for 
this exhibit. 

Mr. Robinson asked the Doctor to define anti-social personality 


to the jury. He did this. 

He was asked if the history was included in making this report? 
He said that it was. 

Mr. Robinson asked if the defendants wife, Thomasine was in the 
unit? 

He said that she was, that she came to the hospital in & body case, 
with mental disabilities. 

The court asked that the docotr not leave until it is determined 
if he Would be called for further questioning. 


Emil F. Bladow, 7555 S. Lola, Portland, Oregon, was called, sworn 
and direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he is with the Portland 
Police Dept., and was so employed on Aug. 197l. He was called to the 
Episcopal Church on a homocide. When he got there he found a body of a 
male subject, lying on a bed. This body was located in the sextons room, 
and was identified as William Joseph Dean. 

There were no questions by Mr. Robinson 

Witness was excused by the court. 

Me. Remaklus said that he had two more witnesses on their way 
here, but the air plane was late and asked for a short delay. 

Jury was admonished and recessed at 10:37 o'clock am. 

Court reconvened 11:30 a.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Dr. Treleaven was recalled to the stand and cross examination 
continued by ii». Robinson. He asked if he had been advised that defendant 
was on trial for murder? He said that he had. 

He was asked what depth he went into on the anti social ability to 
understand the defendants failure to conform to laws? He answered that 
he went back as far as he could go in life history. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had the feeling that the defendant was 
a person crying out for help during his examination, He answered that he 
did not. 
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Mr. Robinson asked if there was some other reason for the defendant 
being in the Oregon State Hospital? 

He said that defendant was there because the court sent him when he 
came in Avril of 197l and he examined him. When he returned in May 197} 
it was on a civil commitment and he was under the care of other doctors. 
When on the civil commitment he was allowed week end passes. 

Ee was asked if he had considered the defendant dangerous to himself 
or others? He answered that he did not. 

Was this with knowledge of past? He said yes. 

Mr. Robinson said that he had completed his cross examination, but 
would like to go beyond the scope of this, and to accomadate the witness 
would like to continue 8t this time. 

The court said that Mr. Robinson could continue examination of 
Dr. Treleaven, and the jury was instructed that this would be considered 
as the defendants case on sur-rebuttal. 

Mr. Robinson continued examination of Dr. Treleaven. 

He asked if Thomasine Creech was at the Oregon State Hospital? 
as answered that she was, 

rr. Robinson said that he was aware of the privledge information 
between patient and doctor, and if the questions, and if the questions he 
will propound to him, may be considered in this privledge information. 

rr. Robinson asked if Thomasine was brought to the hospital in a 
body cass? He said that she was. 

He asked the doctor if he knew the date of her injuries, if she 
ig still in the hospital and condition. 

Dr. Treleaven said he did not know the date of injury, and as for 

the condition of the patient he could not discuss this. 

The court said that in Idaho that tne privledge between doctor and 
patient extends only to civil matters. A doctor cannot be examined without 
his consent in civil matters, this not extend to criminal law. So the 
Court orders the Doctor to answer under Idaho law. 

4r. Remaklus asked for an Offer of Proof. 

The court said that he considered this relevant to the case. 

ie. Robinson continued with his examination. He asked if Thomasine 
was suffering from mental disorder, and as to the extent of her mental 
incomvetence,. 

Dr. Treleaven said that she has a severe mental disorder and has 
lost complete touch with reality. 

He wes asked if Thomasine Creech was a heavy user of drugs, 

Oojection oy Mr. Remaklus. 

Sustained by tne court. 

ip, Robinson asked if he had knowledge of the history of Thomasine 

Ee stated that he has treated her when her doctor has been gone, 
and he is the Supervisor of the unit. He has not gone into the background 
history, so his knowledge is sketchy. 

He was asked if he was familiar with the fact that Thomasine had 
been pushed from a fourth floow eindow? 

He said that he knew she had a fall, but no particulars. 

witness excused. 

Jack Freeman, previously sworn, was called and examined by ifr. 
rnenaklus. te is the Elmore County Sheriff Detective. He was asked on 
Nov. 8, 12927h, waen the defendant and Carol Spaulding were placed under 
arrest at Glenns Ferry, Ida., if he saw tne defendant there and how much 


bine wes spent in his presence at Gleens Approveg: Terry d Mountain Home, Ida.? 
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He enswered two or more hours. The first time he saw defendant 
was at that time, and he was in custody, because of the incident in Valley~ 
County. 
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He was asked if while he was in the presence of the defendant he 
had been told if ne confessed to the two murders that they would release 
Carol Spaulding? 

He said that this had not been told defendant. 

There was no questinns by Mr. Robinson. 

Alvin Mason, previously sworn was recalled and examined by Mr, 
Thomas. He said that he previously was emplyed as investigator for the 
State of Idano and now works for the Bureau of Narcotic. He has been 
involved with narcotis for approximately 25 years. He was asked if he 
knew the value of heron? He answered that a pound of heron, 80%, was 
worth $150,000.00 to $200,000.00. 

Mr. Robinson asked if this was the street price? He said yes. 

Mr. Thomas questions if pure heron was sold on the street. 

Mp. Mason said that pure heron enters the United States, then is 
cut and sold on the street and is broken into grams. A kilo is 2.2 lbs. 

Mr. Robinson asked if heron is cut to dangerous 5% what is the 
street price? Mr. Mason said the street price is $200,000.00 and wholesale 
is $100,000.00. 

Mr. Wesley Woodall, previously sworn was called and examined by 
Mp. Remaklus. He said that he is investigator for the State of Idaho, that 
he travels a lot in his work. 

He was asked if he was familiar with the highway between Lewiston, 
Ida and Boise, running north and south? He said he Was. He was asked how 
far from Lewiston, Ida. to Donnelly, Idaho, going through Grangeville, 

New Meadow? He answered about 180 miles. He said that he is familiar with 
this road, by traveling at speed limit of 55 miles per hr. it would take 
با‎ to 5 hours. He described the characterics of the road. 

He was asked if they go over Whitebird Hill? He answered yes, that 
the new one was opened in 1975. 

No questions by Mr. Robinson. 

The court questioned the attorneys. He said that the rebuttal is 
completed and the sur-rebuttal is just motions. 

The jury were admonished and excused. 

Court stated that the matters taken outside the jury and will be 
presented to jury. 

Toe court asxed counsel if they could go right into the instructions. 

They answered yes. 

The caurt instructed the attorneys to be in chambers at 1:15 p.m. 

The jury returned at 2:00 o'clock p.m. will now recess for lunch. 

Court reconvened at 1:20 o'clock p.m. 

Me. Tnomas asked about the introduction of portions of Exhibit h9. 

The court said that Exhibit h9 would be kept in tact and excerpts 
to be marked ۰ 

Exhibit وبا‎ will be marked Defendunts ii. The record will reflect 
at the time defendant had no further witnesses, the State put on witnesses 
and offered ESA, 

` It was so stipulated by counsels. 

The court said that the exhibit will be submitted by Stipulation, 
and the porcions of ihe document be admitted with instructions to the jury 
from tne cours to cover tnis exhibit. 
Plaintiffs Zznibit L9 marked as defen dan Approved: 
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ite. Remaklus said that the States Rebuttal is closed. 

Mr. Robinson asked that exhibit M be admitted, but that some areas 
should be deleted. 

Mp. Thomas objected, same as before wnen offer made so its not 
relevant now. 

The court said that the exhibit has been reconsidered and sustained 
in part and over ruled in part. That the parts consistant with the testimony 
would be submitted, not to relate to credibility of the defendant. That 
any matters not relevant to be agreed on between counsels. 

The court said that in regards to the instructions, that the major 
part had been reviewed on Saturday. ‘That he had added two instructed of 
Mp. Robinsons and also three new ones of female gender, as to other crimes, 

and stock instructions 

Court recessed 1:36 o'clock p.m.. 

Court reconvened at 2:00 o'clock p.m. 

The court questioned ir. Robinson on his position in exhibit 49? 

Mr. Robinson said that he desired exhibit h9 to be admitted without 
any deletions. 

ır. Remaklus said as long as exhibit h9 is going in in entirity, 
inen 9۵8۵۵0 not go to jury. 

The court said that the entire exhibit با‎ would be admitted for 
the record would not refer to it as exhibit ii. That as. long as exhibit 
ور‎ going in no need to send exhibit M. That 49 A exhibit would not go in. 
that exhibit 49 that is going to the jury should not be remarked, and the 
instructions prepared for h9A will apply to exhibit ا‎ ۰ 

Hp. Robinson said the defense has no further sur-rebuttal. 

The court said that this offer should be made in front of the 
jury. And he feels that it is appropriate to admonish the jury as to 
l9A which was limited for consideration. 

The purposed instructions have been submitted, and are there any 
objections? 

iir. Thomas questioned the instruction on premeditation. 

Mr. Robinson said that he felt that this was covered. 

Tne court said that this would be overruled and would let it stand. 

Mp. Robinson said that he had submitted other matters to the court, 
but feels 5225 each and every item has been covered in the instructions the 
court will give. He has no objections. 

The court said that the arguments will be two hours and the state 
Will reserve time for rebuttal. He would allow the attorneys to keep their 
get of instructions but not to re-read to the jury verbatim. 

i”. Robinson asked if they could mark on the instructions? 

The court said not on the set that goes to the jury. 

Jury was returned into court at 2:08 o'clock p.m. 

im. Remaklus said that the Hed rests. | 

tr. Robinson said that he would moe to admit the exhibit formerly 
marked exhibit h9 in its entirity. 

Yo objections ir. Remaklus. 

Tne court said that exhibit l9 would be admitted in its entipity. 
He advised the jurors that it was previouls admitted only in part, this 
exaibit وبا‎ includes the parts so will be the only exhibit going to the 
jury. ‘They are admonished that this exhibit is admitted and limited only 
to test tne credibility of the witness, not to be considered as evidence or 
es Proof of Guilty. 

. RODinson Said that the derendcant resi 
Tne court read the instructions to vae j 
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Jurors admonished by "m court. 

Court recessed 2:50 p.m. 

Court reconvened 3 4 p.m. 

Jury returned md it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas made his closing argument to the jury. 

Mr. Robinson made his closing argument to the jury. 

Mr. Remaklus made final argument to the jury. 

The court instructed the jury, that on retiring they are to select 
one of their members as foreman, that the verdict must be unanimous and 
the foreman will sign the verdict. 

The Baliffs were sworn by the Clerk.‏ سم 

The jury retired to deliberate, the alternates were instructed shat‏ مه کے 
OT, would not go in the jury room, they‏ و وم وس ووم مس مسر they e‏ 
will be kept in custody of the baliffs.‏ 

Jury retired to deliberate at 1۱:00 o'clock p.m. 

The court made a statments in regards to trial exhibit #32, Q5, 
05, IN, 1P, TI, 10, 1Q and 29E. 

The court said that a record will be made with the batliffs as 
to illness and trips to the doctor and denists. 

Joyce Dumont, was calied, sworn and examined by the court. He 
related that the balliffs had met with the court before this trial and had 
been instructed as to their duties, the four balliffs being Joyce Dumont, 
Ralph Falsetto, Mr and Mrs Ralph Armbruster. That Mrs Dumont and Mr. 
Falsetto had custody of the jurors during the day time. 

He asked if there were any occassions that she knew when the jurors 
had been separated? 

Mrs. Dumont said that she was present when one woman, Bonnie Jameson, 
had an allergy shot at the Dr. Clinic. That the subject of the trial was 
never discussed. She said that a running log was kept of all the time, she 
was acquainted with the arrangements at the motel. The only TV was in the 
balliffs room. The telephone panel in the mote room were disconnected, so 
no direct calls made by any juror. She said that she knew of no other 
time when the jury was separated, 

Albert Falsetto was called sworn and examined by the court. He 
said that he worked day times ad balliffs with Irs. Dumont, and he has 
been present while she presented her testimony. He said that he went to 
the hospital with Mr. Oberg on two occassions to see his wife and no one 
mentioned the trial. 

Tnere were no questions و‎ e 67 counsel. 

The court thanked both fand also counsel. 

Court recessed l:l5 o'clock p.m. 


THIRTEENTH DAY i | 
October 22, 1975 
Two Hundred ana Third Day 
10:12 o'clock a.m. 
Present as before 
Tne court said that they would canplete tne record of the balliffs. 
Ralph Armbruster was called and sworn and examined by the court. 
He said that previously he and Mrs. Armbruster had been sworn in as deputy 
sheriffs, and has received his instuctions from Judge Towles, and also had 
a conference with all the balliffs before tne trial whero duties were 
explained. He and nis wife were the nignt bailiffs. He described the 
roon arransemesnts and the routine followed in taking the jurors to dinner 
and the evening hours.  12at one of the bailiffs were p at all times. 


Approved; 
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He said that each of bts ju fors Bad THAT ay been placed in‏ 


seperate rooms at nignt, but that all phones and TVs had been disconnected, 
there were no out going phone calls. In coming phone calls were placed 
through the bailiffs room and all messages went through them, any newspapers 
that the jurors saw were first brought to the bailiffs and any news of the 
trial taken out. s 

Toey kent a daily log of all the times they were on duty. No one 
was in contact with any juror. Anytime one of the jurors had to be away 
from the jury panel somenne was with them. 

Mir. Tnomas asked if all phone calls and TV programs were moni tered? 

ir, Arnoruster said that they were. 

Mr. Remaklus asked if he was satisfied that none of the jurors had 
besn exposed to outside influence? 

He said that he was sure of this. 

Mr. Remaklus thanked the bailiffs for tneir good work, 

sophia Armbruster was called, sworn and examined by the court. 

She said that she hes heard the questions propounded to her husband, and 
other than that testified to by Mr. Armbruster she said that Walter Nelson 
was taken to D», Branz, she personally went witn him and was present at 
all times. 

That irs. Canterbury knocked on her door one night around 10:00p.m. 
and said that she was very sick, she said that she called Dr. Peterson and 
he came to the unit, checked her and gave her a shot, but nothing was said 
about tne triai. Other than that there was nothing else. 

No questions by counsel. 

Tne court expressed thanks to the bailiffs for their fine work. 

Mp. Remaklus and ifr. Thomas thanked all of Shoshone County for 
their cooneration. 

Mp. Robinson also thanked everyone, 

Juors returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Tne attorneys waived the roli call of the jurors. 

The court asked if the jury had reached a verdict, and Mr. Powell, 
the foreman said tnat they had. Tne verdicts were handed to tne bailiffs, 
wao handed tnem to the court. 

ine Clerk was instructed to read tbe verdict and the following 
verdicts were read: 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


"TIE STATS OF سی‎ 
laintiff, 


Case No. Cr. 9701 
j 
VERDICT 


THOMAS EUGENE ORZZCZ, 


< 
u‏ 
ری سن سا r‏ سیا یت ی 


:2(3 67011ء7‎ Count. 1 
We, one Jury in the above-entitled matter, find tne defendant, 
~eecn, Guilty of ifurder in the First Degree, 


Tnomas Eugene < 
Dated inis 22 day of October, 1975. 


Rovert Powell 
Foreman 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAIIO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SILOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATS OF IDAHO, 7 9701 
Plainiit® Dino! We ae 
\ 


Oct. 6, 1975 
Delendant | SEES 5 ret سس سس‎ 


ee M — ——À 


(CONTINUED) 
IN TEE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


TEE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. Cr. 9701 


Vy B R DIS P 
Count II 


VS. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant 


We, the Jury in the above-entiiled matter, find the defendant, 
Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in tne First Degree. 


Dated this 22 day of October, ۰ 


Robert Powell 
Foreman 
The jury was polle as to each verdict. Each juror affirmed each verdict. 

The court instructed the Clerk to enter tne Verdicts of Guilty 
against the defendant. 

The court thanked the entire jury panel and alternates and thanked 
tnem for their dedication and time in this matter., They were excused. 

The court said that under the statute Judgment would be pronounced 
later, at a time set by the court. 

iie. Robinson said that they would take the time allowd and asked 
that any further hearing in this case be heard in Boise, Idaho. and asked 
the court to cause the defendant to be transferred to Boise, Ada County, 
Idaho immediately. 

iir. Remaklus agrred to tnis. 

The court asked if this was agreeable with the defendant? 

Tne defendant said that this was agreeable with him and waived 
any rignt to remain in this county. 

The court said that the Order would be entered and any hearings 
will be continued until later. 

Fir. Robinson requested the court to set the pronouncing of Judgment 
for Nov. 3, 1975. 

The court said that this would be set for Nov. 3, 1975 at 3:30 p.m., 
in Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 

The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Sheriff to await 
transportation to Boise, Idaho. ۱ 

Court adjourned. 
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In the District Court of the rmsz Judicial District of the 


State of Idaho, In and for  ssosuws |^ — County 


Robert Remaklus & Lynn E. Thomas 
Attorney 


nu Plaintif — | CLERKS CERTIFICATE ON 


vs. PERFECTION OF APPEAL 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
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Attorney 


Defendant... 


Appeal frg First Judicial District Court | 


7 Notice appealing from Order denyin; —defts. Motion for Now 
Judgment: Date. 1-22-76 Order to set aside Verdict & h-1-76 appealing from 


Judgment of conviction - Judgment filed March 25, 
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Character Murder First Degree, Two Counts 
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Appealed by. Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech سس اس‎ 


. Notice of Appeal filed Dec. 2, 1975, Jan 22, 1976 and Apr. 1, 1976 — — 


Undertaking on Appeal fil er eund sah ck تمش‎ erc ض 88 سر‎ 


Praecipe for Clerk's record Bû ABELL Ta POTO VL ssi‘ CN 
Order for Reporters transcript fled April 5, 1976 — — — — 


Limit fixed for Reporters transcript______90 days 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
58 


County ot Shoslvons لب‎ 
j VICTORIA WHITE — First Judicial 


— HÀ — دم سھ۔۔‎ M 


Clerk of the District Court of the 


— M a— MÀ —— — M 


District of Idaho, in and for the County of . Sho shone | . |  .,do hereby certify that the dates 


end statements above are as shown by the record in the above entitled case now in my office. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed. my official 


seal this... 15%)... of. SY. خر‎ 19. TG: 


Clerks Certificate on Perfection 
-549- of Appeal 
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In the District Court of the. FIRST Judieial Distriet of tius 
State of Idaho, In and for_SH#OSHONE ^ ^ County 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Robert Remaklus & | & Lynn E. Thomas 
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vs. PERFECTION OF APPEAL 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Bruce 0, Robinson 

١ Attorney 

Defendant | 
Appeal frui RISA Icdisfal DISENLOE 0000+ی‎ 


Judgment: Date March 25, 1976 ۱ 


Character Murder First Degree, Two Count 
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District of Idaho, in and for the County of... Shoshone سس‎ , do hereby certify that the dates 


' and statements above are as shown by the record in the above entitled case now in my office. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 


scal tis... 18 day SS, د‎ َ-02 , 19.76. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AYD FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 7۴ 
OY گا‎ uc 


LELI 


DEPUTY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

VS. ERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


JOHN W. GAMBEE, Official Court Revorter of the‏ ,ل 
District Court of the Fourth Jidicial District of the State‏ 
of Idano, in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify:‏ 

That the following exhibits, namely:  Plaintiff's 
Exhibits numbered 1 and 2, and Defendant's A, B, C and D 
are all of the Exhibits which were marked for identification 
and used or considered at the hearing, Motion to Suvpress, 
10-3-75, in Wallace, Idaho; 

That the following exhibit, namely: Defendant's 
Exhibit No. E was marked for identification and used or 
considered at the Pre-trial hearing on 10-6-75, at Wallace, 
Idano; 

That the following exhibits, namely: Plaintiff's 
Exhibits numbered l-A, B, C, Gr Jy Ly i, 3, 3-A, 4, 5, Gy 
TZ, LO, Li, LZ, L3, L7, 1B, 22; 223, 24, 25, 25-A,; 28, 21; 
27-5, 28-A; BH, C, D, E, E, G, 29-A, B, C, D, 30, Zl, 42, 
43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 49-A, 50, 51, 52, 53, 53-A, 

54, 54-A, 55, 56, 57, 58% 59; 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66; 


67, 68, 69 and 70 and Defendant's Exhibits numbered A, B, 


C,D, E, F; Gy H, I, J, K; L, ij, N, are all of the exhibits 
wnich were marked for identification and used or considered 
at the trial of this case at Wallace, Idaho on 10-6-75 
through 10-22-753 

That Plaintiff's Exhibits numbered l, 1-D, 1-8, 1-7, 
1-H, l-I, l-N, 1-0, 1-P, 1-Q, 2-A, B, C, 14, 15, 16, 19 
and 29-E which were marked for identification prior to the 
trial of the case in Valley County, Cascade, Idano and 
transferred to Wallace, Idaho for tne trial of the matter 
were not used or admitted into evidence; 

That Exhibits 31 through 40 being "0" Exhibits that 
were marked as separate Exhibits in Cascade Were included as 
part of Exhibit No. 47 in the Trial in Wallace, Idaho and 
admitted into evidence; 

That Exnibits 20 and 21 were marked at Cascade, Idaho 
and changed to Defendant's Exhibits A and 3 and admitted 
into evidence at Wallace, Idaho 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I — hereunto set my hand and 
affixed the seal of my commission this 16th day of 


December, 1976. 


JOHN W. GAHBEE, CSR 


APPROVED BY AND VERIFIED, This ہن ار‎ day of 


December, 1976. 


District Judge 
Received the Exhibits listed above this 18th day 


of rebruary , 1977, with the exceotion of Plaintiff's 
Exhibits 63,-64 anc 1-0 (1-0 not 
admitted). CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT 


aA 
By: 


TITLE OF COURT AND CAUSE CRIMINAL NO 9701 


CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 


I, VICTORIA WHITE, Clerk of the District Court of the First 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Sho- 
shone, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing transcript in the 
above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, and 
is a true, full and correct transcript of the pleadings, papers and 
proceedings therein contained, end said transcript contains true and 
correct copies of the following papers and Pleadings: Complaint. 
Warrant of Arrest. Motion and Order for Confinement in Ada County 
Jail. Court Minutes-Nov Û, 197l. Order of Transmittal of Record-Nov 12, 
197h. Court Minutes- Nov 12, 197h. Information, Dec ربا‎ 197). Notice 
of Intention to Rely on the Defense of Mental Disease or Defect Excluding 
Responsibility. Order. Dec ربا‎ 197l. Order, Dec 5, 197l. Certificate of 
Mailing Notice Pursuant to Rule 77 (D) I.R.C.P. Court Minutes, Dec. وبا‎ 
197h. Court Minutes, Jan 8, 1975. Order. Defendants Motion for Discovery 
and Order. Subpoena, R. Gillium. State's Response to Court Order. 
Subpoenas. Order for Production of Prisoner. State's second Response to 
Discovery Order. Subpoenas and returns. Motion and Order for Production of 
Witnesss. State Third Response to Discover Order. Petition to Compel 
Attendance of Out of State Witness. Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure 
Attendance of Witness. Petition to Advance fees. Motion for Production of 
Witness. Order for Production of Prisoner. Addendum to State's Third 
Response to Discovery Order, May 7, 1975. Supplemental Order to Advance 
Wittness Fees. States Fourth Response to Discovery Order. Motion and 
Order for Confinement in Idaho County Jail. News paper clippings. Court 
Minutes, May 20, 1975. Exhibit List. Petition and Order for Special 
Assistant Prosecutor. Order to Clerk Re Exhibits. Order Re Publicaity. 
Certificate of Mailing. Motion and Order for Confinement in Ada County Jail. 
Court Minutes, May 30, 1975. Order Allowing Change of Counsel. Court 
Minutes. Stipulation and Order for Medical Examination. Court Minutes, 
Findings and Order. Certificate of Mailing of Findings and Order. Stipulation 


Request for Assignment of Judge. Motion, and Certificate of Mailing Motion. 


Clerk's Certification -l- 


Motion in Limine. Order Re Publicity. Subpoena- Sheriff Hilman, and 
Affidavit of Service. Subpoena and return- L. Gardner. Affidavit in 
Support of Motion for Allowance of Subpoena of Witnesses. Subpoena and 
Return- Sheriff Darrold Lyndskey. Consent and Waiver of Personal Appear- 
ance of Defendant.and Certificate of Mailing. Stipulations and Order. 
Plaintiff's Motion for Discovery. Stipulations and Order. Court Minutes, 
Sept. 1975. Order. Motion for the Production of Handwriting Exemplars 
and Order. Motion for Psychiatric Study. Plaintiff's Motion for Discovery. 
Notice of Hearing. Motion for Discovery and Inspection. Notice of 
Association of Co-Counsel. Motion. Motion for Pre-Trial Conference, 

Motion for Witnesses to be Subpoenaed. Affidavit in Support of Motion for 
Allowance of Subpoena of Witnesses. Orders. Motion to Suppress Evidence. 
Motion for Separate Examination of Jurors. Motion for Change of Location of 
Trial. News Paper Clippings. Affidavit in Support of Motion for Change of 
Location of Trial. Motion for Trial to the Court without a Jury.and 
Certificate of Mailing. Defendant's List of Witnesses in Response to Court's 
Discovery Order. Motion in Limine. Affidavit in Support of Order for Com- 
pulsory Attendance of Witnesses. Order for Discovery and Inspection. 
Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure Attendance of Witness ( Idaho Code 
Section 19-3005 ). Petition to Compel Attendance of out of State Witness. 
Petition to Advance Fees. Motion. Order Granting Motion for Separate Ex- 
amination of Jurors. Order Granting Motion for Pre-Trial Conference. 
Petition to Advance Fees and Order. Order Denying Plaintiff's Motion in 
Limine. Certificate Under Uniform Act to secure Attendance of Witness. 
Petition to Compel Attendance of Out of State Witness. Petition to Advance 
Fees.and Order. Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure Attendance of 
Witness (Idaho Code Section 19-3005 ). Petition to Compel Attendence of 

out of State Witness. Certificate to Secure Attendance of Witness in Custody 
in another State. Petition to Compel Attendance of Witness. Petition to 
Advance Fees and Order. Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure Attendance 
of Witness. Petition to Compel Attendance of Out of State Witness. Petition 
to Compell Attendance of Out of State Witness. Affidavit. Motion for 


Production of Witness. Order for Production of Prisoner. Affidavit in 


Clerk's Certificate -2- 


Support of Order for Compulsory Attendance of Witnesses, Order Denying 
Motion for Change of Venue. Order Denying Motion in Limine. Order 

for Temporary Transfer of Prisoner. Order Denying Motion fr the use of 

a Typewriter. Affidavit in Support of Order for Compulsory Attendance 

of Witness. Order Denying Motion for Trial to the Court Without a Jury. 
Order Denying Motion for Additional Witnesses to be Subpoenaed at State 
Expense. Certificate of Mailing Notice Pursuant to Rule 77(dO, and 55 

(b) (1) I.R.C.P. Court Minutes-Sept 22, 1975. Motion to Treat Witness as 
Hostile. Affidavit of Lynn E. Thomas. Affidavit of Carol Spualding- 
Exhibit A. Exhibit- B. Affidavit of Judy Ogawa- Exhibit C. State's 
Seventh Response to Discovery Order, Attachment to Discovery Order. 
Order Re Transportation of Exhibits. State's Sixth Response to Discovery 
Order. Request for Order to Answer. Petition to Compel Attendance of out 
of State Witness. Certificate Under Uniform Act to Secure Attendance of 
Witness-- Dan Carrey. Petition to Advance Fees (Dan Carrey). Order. 
Verdict-l. Verdict-1l. Motion for New Trial. Motion for Appointment as 
Court-Appointed Counsel. Affidavit in Support of Motion for Appointment 

ag Court-Appointed Counsel. Notice of Hearing. Motion to set aside Verdict. 
Court Minutes- November 3, 1975. Findings, Conclusions and Order. Order 
Denying Motions. Motion & Order for Costs of Appeal to be born by State. 
Plaintiff's Brief in Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Set Aside Verdict. 
Notice of Appeal. Affidavit of Mailing. Court Minutes- Dec. l 1975. 
Order Denying Motion to Set Aside Verdict. Motion for Psychiatric Examination 
and Evaluation. Court Minutes- Jan 16, 1976. Order. Stripulation and 
Order for Return and Substitution of Exhibits. Notice of Appeal. Affidavit 
of Mailing. Letter from Karl E. Humiston. Court Brief-Tom Creech. 
Psychiatric Evaluation Report. Court Minutes, March 5, 1976. Subpoena- 
Karl E. Humiston, M.D. and Affidavit of Service. Subpoena- Michael E. 
Estess, M. D. and Affidavit of Service. Court Minutes, March 25, 1976. 
Findings and Order Relating to Defendant's Ability to Understand Further 
Proceedings Against Him. Order Denying New Trial. Judgement of Conviction. 
Application for Reporter's Transcript. Praecipe. Order Extending Time 

for Reporters Transcript on Appeal. Motion for Staty of Execution. 


Notice of Appeal filed Apr. 11976. Order for Reporter's Transcript. Filed 


April 5, 1976. 
Clerk's Certificate -3- 


Order Staying Execution. Receipt for Exhibits and Exhibits List. Order 
Correcting Record and Certificate of Mailing. Notice of Cross Appeal. 
Statement of Conviction of Murder. Order Correcting Record. Court 
Minutes, Oct 3, 1975. Clerk's Certificate on Perfection of Appeal. 

I FURTHER CERTIFY That Notice of Appeal in the above-entitled action 
was filed on the 27th day of OctOber, 1976 . 

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 


of said Court at Wallace, Idaho this _ مج‎ day of... 4,4 1916. 


VICTORIA WHITE, CLERK OF DISTRICT COURT 


Clerk's Certificate سے‎ 
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TITLE OF COURT AND CAUSE CRIMINAL NO 9701 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SERVICE OF COMPLETED 
TRANSCRPT OF RECORD 
SERVICE by the Attorney for Defendant and Appellant of one copy 


of the completed Transcript on و‎ in the above-entitled cause, is 


hereby acknowledged this rg P" of Fe 29, مات‎ - 
^ 2 LM 


Fue T ۳9 Inson,| Bg 7 و‎ r daho 
edd for Appellant Wu Defendant 


SERVICE by the Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial 
District of the Clerk of Idaho, in and for the County of Shoshone, of 


two coples of the completed Transcript on Appeal in the above-entitled 


cause, is hereby acknowledged this کے‎ 2 day of Feburary 197%. 


Attorney for Respondant and Plaintiff 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
)ss. 
COUNTY OF SHCSHONE, ) 

I, VICTORIA WHITE, Clerk of the District Court of the First 
Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Shoshone 
DO HEREBY CERTIFY That the above and foregoing is 5 full true and correct 
copy of the Acknowledgement of Service of Completed Transcript of Appeal 


in the above entitled cause. 


Dated this /,44 day 722240442 » 1916. 


VICTORIA WHITE, CLERK DISTRICT COURT 


by. ^4 e. 12. 4 
Deputy 


